
(hmmerrh? on nO fiO 11-7^ 
louise924 
<louise924@me.com> 

11/09/2011 09:33 AM 

To Secretary@FEC.gov 

cc 

bcc 
Subject RE Super PAC Opinion Request AOR 2011 -23 

FEC Office of the Commission Secretary, 
I want to keep the regulations stating that Super PACs may not coordinate with candidate's campaigns. 
As I understand the American Crossroads Advisory opinion Request, the organization has plans to 
sponsor advertisements featuring Members of Congress up for re-election. As they wrote in their original 
Request, 

"The purpose of these advertisements, while focused on current legislative and policy issues, would be to 
improve the public's perception of the featured Member of Congress in advance of the 2012 campaign 
season." 

I urge the committe to deny the request of AOR 2011-23. 
with kind regards, 
Louise MacDonald _ 
^fl^^^innehaha PkwyMV 
nr!eSf)0lis. MN 55417 
(an independent voter with help from the Colbert Super PAC website.) 



RussDenr TO <Secretary@FEC.gov> 
<rderr@ctvirginia.com> 

cc 
11/09/2011 09:20 AM 

bcc 
Subject AOR 2011-23 

To whom it may concern....please note that as a concerned citizen J am fully against the above 
referenced request to your commission.. 

Russ Derr 
Clancy 8i Theys Construction Co. 
Cell! 

CONFIDENTI/M.ITY NOTICE 
This email and any files transmitted with it constitutes confidential and/or legally privileged inlbrmation which is the property of 
Clancy & Theys Construction Company, and is intended solely fbr the use of the individual or entity to whom it is addressed. Any 
review, retransmission, dissemination or other use of, or taldng of any action in reliance upon, this information by persons or 
entities other than the intended recipient is prohibited. If you have received this e-mail in enor, please notify the sender Immediately 
and delete this email along with any attachments from your system. 



Jennifer Yoder TO Secretary@fec.gov 
<jen.yoder@gmail.com> 

cc 
11/09/2011 09:45 AM 

bcc o u- ^ Re: Comment on American Crossroads Advisory Opinion Subject . Request 

Please rule against this faulty logic. 
"While these advertisements would be fully coordinated with incumbent Members of Congress facing 
re-election in 2012, they would presumably not qualify as 'coordinated communications,'." 

Thank you, 

Jennifer A Yoder 

"The moment we choose love, we begin to move toward fireedom." - bell hooks 



grammo7@comcast.net TO Secretary@FEC.gov 

11/08/2011 11:41 PM 

bcc 
Q .. Public Comment on Karl Rove's Opinion Request (which is 
subject AOR 2011-23) 

Dear Mr. Secretary, Federal Eleciion Commission: 

Please, please do what is presumably in your power to prevent this kind of 
distortion of our beloved election process. 1 beg of you. 

^ Sincerely, 
Maureen Donlon 
fBVCatamaran Ct 
Fremont CA 94538 



andrew 
<hamfat@gmall.com> 
11/09/2011 06:27 AM 

To Secretary@FEC.gov 

cc 

bcc 
Subject opinion on American Crossroads Advisory Opinion Request 

Dear Secretary Werth: 

It seems utterly wrong to allow groups such as American Crossroads to 
coordinate with candidates running in an election by running ads 
intended to "improve public perception" of particular candidates, 
aligning them with candidate's themes and images. 

While what seems clear to any normal American is that our entire 
electoral system is fundamentally broken, awash in unregulated cash, 
stifling free speech at every turn, this particular single rule --
trying to prevent cash baskets like Karl Rove's from being duniped 
directly into candidate's open sweaty hands MUST STAND. Please express 
an opinion of the following sort: Karl Rove No! Down! Sit! 

If not that, then please do not grant American Crossroads request! 

Sincerely, really, 
Andrew Schmitz 
H P Woodward Avenue 
Buffalo, New York 14214 



ken roberts 
<ken75@comcast.net> 
11/09/2011 12:07 AM 

To Secretary@FEC.gov 

cc 

bcc 

Subject Public Comment on Karl Rove's Opinion Request (AOR 
2011-23) 

Dear Secretary Werth: 

Like Karl Rove and American Crossroads, I strongly believe that our political 
offices should be given to the highest bidder. It provides much needed 
revenue for our government. It also means that our officeholders would be 
restricted to the most successful citizens, as measured in American dollars. 

Moreover, by putting the offices up for auction, we eliminate the middleman 
and the need for elections. It's an inefficient use of money to buy elections 
though PACs, Super PACs, and campaign ads. That money could go towards paying 
off the debt...or whatever our newly "elected" representatives choose to do 
with i t . After a l l , they paid to play. 

This system was good enough for the Roman Empire. It's good enough for the 
United States of America. Sure, many of the eniperors were assassinated soon 
after purchasing the throne (e.g., Julianus), but that just opens the office 
for a new bidding war and more revenue. It's win-win. 

I'd like to commend you for a l l the work that the FEC and The Supreme Court of 
the United States has done towards achieving this dream. 

Cheers, 
ken roberts 

Sabine 
Houston, TX 77009 



"Penny Robinson" TO <Secretary@FEC.gov> 
<pennyrobln8on1 @gmall.com 
> cc 
11/09/2011 12:56 AM bcc 

Please respond to 
:pennyrobinson1 @gmail.com> 

Subiect Comment on American Crossroads Advisory Opinion 
^ Request 

Penny Robinson̂  endorse the following letter. 

Weimar St 
Appleton, WI 54915 

Pennyrobinsonl@gmail.com 

November 6, 2011 

Shawn Woodhead Werth 
Secretary and Clerk 
Federal Election Commission 
999 E Street^ N.W. 
Washington̂  D.C. 20463 

Re: Comment on /Unerican Crossroads Advisory Opinion Request 

Dear Secretary Werth: 

Americans for a Better Tomorroŵ  Tomorrow submits this letter as a formal 
comment on the Advisory Opinion Request submitted to the Federal Election 
Commission on October 12̂  2011̂  and again in a revised version on October 
28j 2011 by American Crossroadŝ  an organization led by Republican political 
consultant and "Mr. November" in the 2012 "Hunks of the Bush Administration" 
calendar̂  Karl Rove. 

Americans for a Better Tomorroŵ  Tomorrow has much in common with American 
Crossroads. Both are registered "independent-expenditure-only" PACs (a.k.a. 
"Super PACs") that may accept unlimited contributions from corporations^ 
unionsJ individuals^ and doomsday cults we one day hope to found. Both 
groups are separately affiliated with prominent 501®(4) organizations^ 
Colbert Super PAC SHH and Crossroads GPŜ  and are strongly committed to 
doing what is legally possible in America. Both have top strategic thinkers 
at their core: American Crossroads has Karl Rovê  and Americans for a Better 
Tomorroŵ  Tomorrow has a ham loaf wearing wire rimmed glasses. 

Because of this shared bond and heritage^ Americans for a Better Tomorroŵ  
Tomorrow has an interest in the Request by American Crossroads. 



As we understand the American Crossroads Advisory opinion Request̂  the 
organization has plans to sponsor advertisements featuring Members of 
Congress up for re-election. As they wrote in their original Request̂  

"The purpose of these advertisementŝ  while focused on current 
legislative and policy issues^ would be to improve the public's perception 
of the featured Member of Congress in advance of the 2012 campaign season." 

Americans for a Better Tomorroŵ  Tomorrow could not concur more 
concurrently. These ads would simply improve public perception of candidates 
in advance of the campaign. The message is not̂  "Vote for this great guŷ " 
it's merelŷ  "Hey voters! Look at this great guyl" 

Clearly^ these ads featuring candidates on behalf of candidates would not be 
candidate ads. As American Crossroads put it^ in their original Request̂  

"While these advertisements would be fully coordinated with incumbent 
Members of Congress facing re-election in 2012̂  they would presumably not 
qualify as 'coordinated communicationŝ '." 

/Americans for a Better Tomorroŵ  Tomorrow agrees that "fully coordinated" 
ads shouldn't be counted as "coordinated communications." The candidate 
would merely be appearing as a paid spokesperson̂  whô  coincidentally^ is 
closely aligned with the candidate that he or she also is. 

For examplê  an ad in which the Kool Aid man decries our nation-wide 
childhood thirst problem would not necessarily be an ad for Kool Aid brand 
juice drink. That being said^ would a tall glass of Kool-Aid solve that 
thirst problem? To quote one expert: "Oĥ  yeaaahhhh!" 

Americans for a Better Tomorroŵ  Tomorrow wholly endorses American 
Crossroads' Request. We hope the Commission is able to begin with the 
Supreme Court's definition of Non-Coordinated as "expenditures ... made 
totally independently of the candidate and his campaign" in Buckley v. 
Valeô  and end up with a ruling that allows outside groups to produce ads 
with the candidate's cooperation^ themeŝ  and message. That will prove to 
our nation's critics that America is a country that still makes something: 
strained rationalizations. 

Americans for a Better Tomorroŵ  Tomorrow believes that Super PACs can and 
should coordinate with candidates in every sense of that word-except in the 
legal or biblical sense. In fact^ pending the outcome of American 
Crossroads' Request̂  /Americans for a Better Tomorroŵ  Tomorrow plans to 
coordinate a non-"coordinated" ad with presidential novelty candidate Buddy 
Roemer. A rough example of which can be found here: 
www.colbertsuperpac.com/undaunted-non-coordination. 

It should be clear that there was no collusion with Governor Roemer̂  as he 
vehemently opposes and passionately questions the legality of the ad that he 
agreed to appear in. 



If the Commission sees fit to grant these reasonable requestŝ  Americans for 
a Better Tomorrow will continue to fulfill our promise to never give you up̂  
or let you down̂  as detailed in our mission statement here: 
http: //youtu. be/d(3w4w9WgXcQ 

Accordinglŷ  Americans for a Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow respectfully requests 
the Commission's timely consideration of American Crossroads' Advisory 
Opinion Request. 

Super Sincerely Yours, 

Stephen Colbert 
President & Maitre D' 
Americans for a Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow, Inc. 



Jason Levin TO Secretary@fec.gov 
<xenex11 @gmall.com> 

11/09/2011 04:38 AM cc 

bcc 
Subject RE: AOR 2011-23 I've got Karl's backl 

To Whom It May Concem, 

I wanted to add my comment with respect to the suggestion that a political candidate could 
appear in [what is effectively a political ad] without officially coordinating with the ad's 
creators/sponsors. 

This assertion is in line with most of what Karl has said publicly in the past, in that it is 
unabashedly self serving, and has no foimdation in logical thought. 

Please tell Karl that despite the ludicrous ease of circumventing current campaign finance 
regulations, he must (at the very least) PRETEND to obey the spirit of the law. Of which his 
intent would be a grievous infraction. 

Respectfully, 

Jason Levin 
xenexl l@fimail.com 



Susan stock TO Secretary@FEC.gov 
<bs8tock@neelaassociates.co 
m> cc 

11/09/2011 06:18 AM bcc 
Please respond to I subject AOR 2011-23 

bsstocl(@neelaassociates.com 

To the commissioner 

I would like, as a taxpaying citizen, to write to you to oppose the above request from 
Karl Rove's superpac. It is bad enough that pacs and superpacs are allowed to exist. 
Do not let them work directly with candidates. How much of our government can we 
really sell? 

Regards 

Susan Stock 

Susan Stock 
Neela Associates, Inc. 
f H f Spinnaker Lane 
Stielburne, VT 05482 

(office) 



James Mulligan TO Secretary@FEC.gov 
<windrave@gmail.com> 

cc 
11/09/2011 06:54 AM 

t)CC 
Subject American Crossroads' Advisory Opinion Request 

Federai Election Commission: 
it is my opinion that tiie request by Kari Rove and American Crossroads is an attempt to subvert the spirit and intent of the law. Mr. 
Rove's PAC must remain independent and avoid any and all coordination of communication. 

James Mulligan 
MiCalvert Ave 
Port Charlotte, FL 33948 



"Jim Pietrowski" TO <Secretary@FEC.gov> 
<redryder31 @charter.net> 

11/09/2011 10:55 AM cc 

bcc 
Subject RE:AOR 2011-23 

November 9, 2011 

Shawn Woodhead Werth 
Secretary and Clerk 
Federal Election Commission 
999 E Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20463 

Re: Comment on American Crossroads Advisory Opinion Request 

Dear Secretary Werth: 
I, James Pietrowski, an American Citizen, submit this letter as a formal comment on the Advisory 

Opinion Request submitted to the Federal Election Commission on October 12,2011, and again in a revised 
version on October 28, 2011 by American Crossroads, an organization led by Republican political consultant 
Karl Rove. 

As American Crossroads put it, in their original Request, 

"While these advertisements would be fully coordinated with incumbent l\1embers of Congress facing 
re-election in 2012, they would presumably not qualify as 'coordinated communications,'." 

This has to be one of the more ludicrous statements out of the "mouth" of Karl Rove. 

Wait, I take that back, he has made quite a few ludicrous statements. 

Please, deny this request. Thank You. 

Sincerely. 

James A. Pietrowski 
4imBlair St. 
Anderson. SO 29625 



Tracy Stolarski 
<tracymoss1 @gmail.com> 

11/09/2011 10:49 AM 

To Secretary@FEC.gov 

cc 

bcc 

Subiect Cof""^®"* 0" American Crossroads Advisory Opinion 
Request 

November 9, 2011 

Shawn Woodhead Werth 
Secretary and Clerk 
Federal Election Commission 
999 E Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20463 

Re: Comment on American Crossroads Advisory Opinion Request 

Dear Secretary Werth: 

I am deeply concerned that Karl Rove's Opinion Request is an intentional scheme to 
circumvent Federal Election Commission laws. Even if there is a technical loophole allowing 
this sort of request, it is clearly outside of the spirit and intent of the law. 

They said it in their request...the organization has plans to sponsor advertisements featuring 
Members of Congress up for re-election. As they wrote in their original request, "The purpose of 
these advertisements, while focused on current legislative and policy issues, would be to improve 
the public's perception of the featured Member of Congress in advance of the 2012 campaign 
season." How can that NOT be a candidate ad??? Isn't that what all ads should do?? 

Please do not waste any taxpayer money on Mr. Rove's ill-intented request. He knows the law 
and does not need your help in violating it. histead, you should be hyper-examining his Super 
Pac in light ofhis clear intent to get around this law. 

Sincerely, 

Tracy l^oss Stoiarsici 
President 
Lithotripsy ManagementAsso 

||||[||^ammond Drive, 

Office • • • B B I Fa 
Atlanta, GA 30328 

I Tracvmossl@Qmail.com 



Rebecca Gilman TO Secretary@FEC.gov 
<r-gilman@northwestern.edu 
> cc 
11/09/2011 10:19AM bcc 

Subject America Crossroads PAC request 

To whom it may concern: 

American Crossroads Super PAC is wrong to argue that ads featuring candidates for public 
office discussing "issues" does not constitute coordination between the PAC and that 
candidate. A Super PAC ad featuring a candidate in a positive light in any context is an ad 
for that candidate, plain and simple. Please try somewhat to maintain somewhat some 
vestige of democracy by not allowing American Crossroad's request in this matter. 

Sincerely, 
Rebecca Gilman 
•MHlEdgewater 
Chicago. IL 60660 



"Henderson, Danren W" TO "Secretary@FEC.gov" <Secretary@FEC.gov> 
<darren.henderson@uky.edu 
> cc 
11/09/2011 10:05 AM bcc 

Subject Public comment on AOR 2011 -23 

Shawn Woodhead Werth 
Secretary and Clerk 
Federal Election Commission 
999 E Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20463 

Re: Comment on American Crossroads Advisory Opinion Request 

Dear Secretary Werth: 

I would like to enter my public comment on Karl Rove's Opinion Request: AOR 2011-23. I am a 
middle-class, white male, that reads my news from various sources, and does not currently 
have cable television or access to broadcast television. I'm worried that the rest of Americans 
that do have cable or broadcast television aren't getting enough good, reputable information 
about the candidates in the 24-hour news cycle. I fully support Mr. Rove's desire to spend 
unlimited quantities of money, in coordination with a chosen candldate(s), to fill the ainA^aves 
with the message of American Crossroads and Crossroads GPS. My fellow Americans must 
learn about the issues through these issues ads. Where else would they possibly be able to 
learn about them?! There are no other sources of information available besides that square 
thing that glows and shouts at them, have a heart FEC! 

In these dire times with a weakened economy, and a congress that is determined to keep 
millions out of work to make one man lose his job, I think it's important that these Super PACs 
be allowed to spend as much money as they possibly can to propagate information regarding 
their ideal candidates. 

Yours truly, 

Darren W. Henderson 
Institute for Pharmaceutical Outcomes and Policy 
College of Pharmacy 
University of Kentucky 
^ • 1 Limestone I 
Lexington, KY 40536 



'Robert B. EliiotT 
<creator3@llve.com> 
11/09/2011 10:04 AM 

To <Secretary@FEC.gov> 

cc 

bcc 
Subiect l̂ 'S3"ow'̂ 9 garnes that defeat the purpose of electoral 

processes 

Dear FEC: 

While Stephen Colbert is a comedic genius, he represents those of us who take these matters 
very, very seriously and his actions are in the tradition ofthe most loyal and dedicated patriots. 
But the real jokes are the ludicrous rules that circumvent the effort to limit the influence that 
self-serving and soulless corporations and equally self-serving and soulless wealthy individuals 
have on the electoral process. 

It's long since time to clean up this fiasco and to get money out of politics. Contrary to what 
the ideological puppets on the Supreme Court have ruled, money is not speech under any 
condition and corporations are legal fictions and inanimate tools that have zero capabilities 
when it comes to making rational and moral decisions about what is best for WE THE PEOPLE. 
You are paid by US to protect our interests and to ensure the integrity ofthe electoral process 
within the confines of Constitutional mandates. That means ruling in cases such as this one 
that everything possible be done to guarantee that each and every citizen has an equal 
oppoitunity to determine who will be elected to office. That means saying absolutely not to 
people such as Democrat Ben Nelson, or to a retarded Republican frat boy such as KKKarl Rove. 
Sincerely, 

Robert B. Elliott 



"Stanley Blostein" 
<blostein. 1 @osu.edu> 

11/09/2011 03:59 PM 
Please respond to 
"Stanley Blostein" 

<blostein.1 @osu.edu> 

To <Secretary@FEC.gov> 

cc 
bcc 

Subject AOR-2011-23 

Mr. Stephen Colbert expressed my opinion, but with much sharper humor. I would only add 
to the Commission members that by this point in our history, it should be abundantly clear that 
we American citizens are getting sick and tired of the hypocrisy and money tied to politics. I 
would respectfully ask that you do the right thing in regard to Mr. Rove's request and begin to 
eam back at least the beginnings of some respect for Washington institutions. 

Stanley Blostein Ed.D. 
IfliBLinksway Drive 
Powell, OH 43065 



Alice Bartoo TO Secretary@FEC.gov 
<ajbartoo@gmall.com> 

cc 
11/09/2011 05:03 PM 

bcc 
Subject Karl Rove's request 

I'm a supporter of Stephen Colbert's SuperPac, and so glad that he points out the obvious 
duplicity of Karl Rove's request for permission to display candidates in his SuperPac's 'issue 
statements'. 

Please do not allow this type of'end run' and attempt to circumvent the spirit of the law. 

Thank you for the opportunity to express my opinion. 

Alice Bartoo, citizen 
mi0KRISTYLN 
SAN TAN VALLEY, AZ 85140 



Dennis Husmann TO <Secretary@FEC.gov> 
<dbhusmann@gmail.com> 

cc 
11/09/2011 02:06 PM 

bcc 
Please respond to 

<dbhusmann@sbcglobal.net> Q . . . Comment on American Crossroads Advisory Opinion 
auDjea Request-AOR2011-23 

November 9,2011 

Shawn Woodhead Werth 
Secretary and Clerk 
Federal Election Commission 
999 E Street. N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20463 

Re: Comment on American Crossroads Advisory Opinion Request 

Dear Secretary Werth: 

As a citizen of the United States. I wish to express my opinion regarding AOR 2011-23. 

I have a degree in l\1ass Communications, and remember learning the FCC "Rule of 5": 5 Newspapers. 5 
Radio Stations, and 5 Television Station. This was to prevent big money from taking over the media to 
promote an agenda, assuring all voices are heard. Well, that is no more, and it is clear that the Media is 
run by only Big IVIoney. 

I remember when FTC and the SEC acted as watchdogs to assure that the rights of Small Business are 
protected, that no Bank or Fiduciary Institution could get so large as to potentially place our country in 
financial jeopardy. Well, that Is no more, and not only are these Money Giants thriving, they are doing it 
with cash provided by me and everyone else who pays taxes. 

The Supreme Court stands as a "Last Line of Defense" to assure that the Constitution is upheld, and that 
we are a country of "One Man - One Vote." Well, apparently, what took over a century and a Civil War for 
African /Vnericans to gain, citizenship and free speech. Corporations received In under a year, and without 
legislative intervention. 

Money buys elections, and smear campaigns destroy opponents. If you allow a Super PAC to covertly 
coordinate ad's with candidates, then where do we go from here? Maybe we can run elections as an 
analog to corporate elections, but instead of stock, it could be based on a vote for every dollar a person is 
worth, that way. we could eliminate the charade of equality in this country and show how elections in the 
US are run - Money talks, and the more money you have, the louder your voice. 

I respectfully request that the FEC deny Rove's request, AOR 2011-23, and take one small, but 
courageous step, to show that my opinion, and the opinions of people like me. do matter, and should be 
heard with the same volume as those with large amounts of money. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Dennis B. Husmann. MPM | J B | L ^. 
dbhusmann@amail.com | httD://www.linkedin.com/Dub/dennis-husmann/22/a93/263 
Dennis B. Husmann. MPM { • • ( • f l l P ( O f f i c e ) I 4 H H H H P ( ^ ® " ) I clhusmann@rts.com | 

ttD:̂ www.linkedi 



Jared Hollett TO Secretary@fec.gov 
<jared.hollett@brooklaw.edu> 

cc 
Sent by: ^cc 
jared.hoilett@gmaii.com 

Subiect ^'^^ ^̂ "̂  American Crossroads' Advisory Opinion 
11/09/2011 02:14 PM Request 

Shawn Woodiiead Werth 
Secretary and Cterk 
Federal Election Commission 
999 E Street, N.W. 

Washington, D.C. 20463 

Re: Comment on /American Crossroads Advisory Opinion Request 

Dear Secretary Worth, 
As a law student and an ameriean I am deeply concerned with the current trend in Federal campaign expenditures in the United 
States and would ask you clarify the position that independent expenditure-only committees may not coordinate with campaigns 
or candidates. Congress specifically drew distinctions on the limits between independent expenditure-only committees and their 
direct coordination with candidates. Let us not forget that special privileges and reporting requirements attached to organizations 
such as American Crossroads. If the FEC allowed such coordination it would dramatically decrease transparency in the U.S. 
Electoral process. 
In answering Question #1 I would ask that you uphold the legislative distinction of "coordinated communication" by deeming these 
facts involving the persistent presence of a candidate within the advertisement as a "coordinated communication. Further, I ask that 
you treat such advertisements as de facto in-kind distributions. To be clear, the fact that the forthcoming advertisement by 
American Crossroads featuring incumbent or prospective nominees for federal elections should be deemed illegal coordinated 
communication between an independent expenditure-only committee and a candidate. 
In answering Question #2, where the candidate would refer to his/her opponent by name, I would ask that the FEC rule that such 
advertisements are indeed coordinated communications with a candidate and are specifically an Illegal campaign contribution 
which would subject the candidate and American Crossroads to administrative action by the FEC. 

In answering Question #3 I ask that the FEC rule that any advertisements or communication 
published or unpublished involving American Crossroads fitting the descriptions in Question #1 
and Question #2 be deemed a commimication for the purposes of any further advertisement 
involving the same candidate. Coordination between a candidate and an Independent 
expenditure-only committee at one time should not allow the committee to "sit on" the gamered 
infonnation (or video/audio recording) and use that information in the future. This would be an 
exception that immediately swallows the rule. 
I respectfully request as a concemed citizen that the FEC take care in its decision to make it 
perfectly clear that the Federal Election Law does not submit to squirming around the rules. 
Please take heed to the concems of the legislature, who specifically envisioned the distinction 
between independent expenditure-only committees and the candidates that embody the issues 
they support. If a group of politically minded people would like to directly coordinate and 
support a candidate they are more than welcome to do so under various other legal arrangements 
and I implore the FEC to make these other, more transparent, legal organizations known to 
American Crossroads if they choose to engage in coordmated candidate behavior. 

Respectfully, 

Jared P. Hollett 

Brooklyn Law Schooli 
Brooklyn Journal of International Law 



Nancy Bedell 
<nbedell@comcast.net> 

11/09/2011 02:52 PM 

To Secretary@FEC.gov 

cc 

bcc 
Subject SuperPAC Rules 

Not being a polished comedian l i k e Stephen Colbert, I w i l l make t h i s short and 
to the point but es s e n t i a l l y expressing the same concern as Mr. Colbert has 
about SuperPACS. 

In my opinion the Citizens United Ruling of the Supreme Court already gives 
such unlimited and undisclosed economic power to the wealthy through PACS 
that the FEC should stop Super PACS from having additional powers. FEC Rules 
for SuperPACs should not allow e s s e n t i a l l y additional e x p l i c i t p o l i t i c k i n g for 
candidates by SuperPACs just as long as i t ' s uncoordinated with the canipaign 
of the p a r t i c u l a r p o l i t i c i a n . SuperPACs should s t i c k to issues and not 
support candidates. This new form of PAC i s simply t r y i n g to get around the 
rules established for o r i g i n a l PACS, which keep interest groups' advertising 
separate from candidate support. 

I support giving the wealthy PAC donors as l i t t l e non-transparent power as 
possible. The Supreme Court has already given them altogether too much power 
to effect elections i n thi s country! Keep SuperPacs regulated and confined to 
support for issues only. 

Nancy Bedell 
• • I Winged Foot Dr. ^ 
Grand Rapids, MI 49546 

nbedell®comcast.net 



erikengstrom TO Secretary@FEC.gov 
<erlke@hawali.rr.com> 
11/09/2011 01:47 PM cc 

bcc 
Subject SuperPACs 

Hello FEC, 
Corporations are not people. 

The corrupting influence of corporate money on our political leaders 
is dividing our country. 
Super PACs should not be legal. 
At the very least there should be full transparency as to who gives 
money to who and for what cause. 

We should reform the current system of running for a government office 
job. 
Reform i t so that a l l candidates are able to focus on ideas and 
solutions to our problems and not have to focus on making money and 
befriending special interests with deep pockets (fundraising). 

God bless America. 

thank you for your time, 
~Erik Engstrom 
• • Malulani street 
kihei, HI 96753 



JohnEtherton TO Secretary@FEC.gov 
<john.etherton@gmaii.com> 

cc 11/09/2011 01:48 PM 
bcc 

Subject Public comment on Opinion Request AOR 2011-23 

November 9.2011 

Shawn Woodhead Werth 
Secretary and Clerk 
Federal Election Commission 
999 E Street. N.W. 
Washington. D.C. 20463 

Re: Comment on American Crossroads Advisory Opinion Request 

Dear Secretary Werth: 

I ask that you not approve the request of American Crossroads, and that Super PACs should not be 
allowed to have any coordination, of any form, with any political candidate, period. It's bad enough that this 
great country allows the wealthy to have such undo influence in our electoral process, I ask that you not let 
It get any worse. 

Thank you. 

John Etherton 
•HWelton St. 
Denver, CO 80205 



Wizardwanderer 
<wlzardwanderer@yahoo.com 
> 
11/09/2011 01:50 PM 

Please respond to 
Wizardwanderer 

<wizardwanderer@yahoo.com 

To "Secretary@FEC.gov" <Secretary@FEC.gov> 

cc 

bcc 
Subject Re: Oive Karl Rove NOTHING! 

Hello Bureaucrats; 
Give Karl Rove notbingH! 
But if you insist, how about a mutli-couDt criminal indictment for war 
crimes? 
Respectfully submitted; 
John W, Byler 
Des Moines, IA 



KEITH DENNING 
<kcdenning@me.com> 

11/09/2011 12:01 PM 

To "Secretary@FEC.gov" <Secretary@FEC.gov> 

cc 

bcc 
Subject Super money 

Dear S i r or Madam, 
Stop Karl Rove and others who would influence the p o l i t i c a l process even more 
than they do now. Do not l e t them support candidates d i r e c t l y i n any way. 
Thanks 
Keith Denning 
• • l Nordan dr 
West Chester Ohio 
45069 

Sent from my iPhone 



Brian Brinkley TO Secretary@FEC.gov 
<afterfbur@gmail.com> 

cc 
11/08/2011 09:45 PM 

bcc 
Subject AOR 2011-23 Public Comment 

I am a concemed citizen who would like to weigh in with my opinion about Super PACs 
coordinating with candidates. Please, please do not allow this to go through. 

This will make it harder than ever for a real change and honest debate to go on in our ameriean 
politics. 

The money involved already slants the playing field. Please do not allow coordination with 
candidates and then: campaign's. 

Brian Brinkley 
After Four Photographies 
www.afterfourphoto.com 



ZachGitlin TO Secretary@FEC.gov 
<remmek@gmail.oom> 

11/08/2011 09:57 PM cc 

bcc 

Subject AOR 2011-23 

Dear Secretary, 
I am writing to ask that your decision states that their is no direct interaction between super 

PACs and candidates Also that interaction and coordination include direct mentioning of 
any candidate or their opponent. 

Zachary Gitlin 
Tosef Korbel School of Intemational Studies 



'Dale Shartsis" TO <Secretary@FEC.gov> 
<dale@shartsis.com> 

cc 
11/08/2011 10:10 PM 

bcc Subiect ^^'^'^^•^^ American Crossroads Advisory Opinion 
^ Request 

November 8, 2011 

Shawn Woodhead Werth 
Secretary and Clerk 
Federal Election Commission 
ggg E street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20463 

Re: Comment on American Crossroads Advisory Opinion Request 

Dear Secretaiy Werth: 

Respectfully, coordinating is coordinating 

Introducing some great members of congress you wish you could legally coordinate with but 
can't because of the part of the law you are using to raise unaccountable millions of dollars —is 
still coordinating with a candidates campaign to get their message out. 

I think this attempt to get around the letter and spirit law is still just more of American 
Crossroads trying to have it both ways, inappropriately. You do not need to know the 
'definition of 'is' to understand this IS an attempt to exceed the restrictions of the option that 
allows this law to exist. 

As a person representing no one other than myself, I urge you to view this request seriously 
and give it a completely fair consideration before you reject it completely, trying to keep a 
Straight face at such a laughable notion. 

Yours truly, 

Dale L Shartsis 

Verdugo City, CA 91206 



Kevin Conroy 
<kevinconroy@gmail.com> 
11/09/2011 07:02 AM 

To Secretary@FEC.gov 

cc 
bcc 

Subject f̂ wd: Profiles In Undaunted Non-Coordination 

Dear Su: or Madam: 
I wish to submit my comments on AOR 2011-23.1 hope that Steven Colbert's 
over-the-top sarcasm does not prevent the FEC from recognizing the unreasonable limits fhat Mr. 
Rove and others are pushing with Super PACs. Being mdependent organizations, then: ads 
should be forced to be the same - fiilly independent and uncoordinated fiom fhe candidate's 
campaign. Otherwise, the only thing we've created with campaign finance reforms is a shell game 
where the funds go to Super PACs rather than candidates directly. 
Please uphold the spirit of the law and provide a clear interpretation. 
Thank you, 
Kevin Conroy 

• B Duffer Way 
Montgomery Village, MD 20086 
kevinconrov@gmail.com 

Forwarded message 
From: Colbert Super PAC <info@colbertsuperpac.com> 
Date: Tue, Nov 8,2011 at 9:32 PM 
Subject: Profiles In Undaunted Non-Coordination 
To: kevinconrov@gmail.com 

Dear Colbert Super PAC Members (and seml-sentient spam-bots). 

It's a bright day on the shadowy edge of American politics. 

Yesterday, I was paid a visit by Trevor Potter, Esq. As you know, if you have been 
collecting the OfFicial Colbert Super PAC Trading Cards know, Trevor was not only 



the former head of the F.E.C. and chief counsel to the McCain 2008 campaign, but 
he's also my personal lawyer*. Not to mention, someone I am proud to pay for the 
honor of calling my friend. 

Together, we drafted an official Public Comment in support of American 
Crossroads' Advisory Opinion Request to the Federal Election Commission. 

I'll let that sink in. It may take a bit, because you have no idea what I'm talking 
about. The full fiduciary details were laid bare in last night's show, but for those of 
you lacking the energy to click here for part one and here for part two, here's the 
gist: 

As free as Super PACs are to raise and spend unlimited amounts of money, they 
are still unfairly shackled by regulation. Notice I used the singular. That's because 
there is really only one mie that binds Super PACs: that they may not coordinate 
with candidates' campaigns. But what fun Is buying somebody an election if you 
have no elected official to share the moment with? 

America Crossroads' Karl Rove saw through this sham of a charade - or" 
shamrade ™" - and petitioned the F.E.C. to clarify exactly what the law Is, so he 
can carefully obey only the letter of it. We at Colbert Super PAC submitted the 
attached Public Comment to the Federal Election Commission in a show of 
non-coordinated, non-consensual support. 

Incidentally, you might be interested In knowing that any person, be they corporate 
or biological, can submit their Public Comment on Karl Rove's Opinion Request 
(which is AOR 2011-23) by writing to Office of the Commission Secretary's email 
address (which is Secretarv@FEC.aov). 

We hope you'll join us at Colbert Super PAC in letting Karl Rove know: We've got 
your back. Because we're looking over your shoulder. 

Excelslorl 

Stephen Colbert 
President and Junior Legal Counsel 
Americans for a Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow 

* If you are playing the Colbert Super PAC Trading Card Fantasy/Strategy Card 
Game, remember that Trevor gains a +4 defense against all fr-ost-based creatures 
(including the dreaded Ice Dragon!) 

Enclosure: 

Americans For A Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow 

November 6,2011 

Shawn Woodhead Werth 



Secretary and Clerk 
Federal Election Commission 
999 E Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20463 

Re: Comment on American Crossroads Advisory Opinion Request 

Dear Secretary Werth: 

Americans for a Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow submits this letter as a formal 
comment on the Advisory Opinion Request submitted to the Federal Election 
Commission on October 12,2011, and again in a revised version on October 28, 
2011 by American Crossroads, an organization led by Republican political 
consultant and "Mr. November" In the 2012 "Hunks ofthe Bush Administration" 
calendar, Karl Rove. 

Americans for a Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow has much In common with American 
Crossroads. Both are registered "Independent-expenditure-only" PACs (a.k.a. 
"Super PACs") that may accept unlimited contributions from corporations, unions, 
individuals, and doomsday cults we one day hope to found. Both groups are 
separately affiliated with prominent 501®(4) organizations, Colbert Super PAC 
SHH and Crossroads GPS, and are strongly committed to doing what is legally 
possible in America. Both have top strategic thinkers at their core: American 
Crossroads has Karl Rove, and Americans for a Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow has 
a ham loaf wearing wire rimmed glasses. 

Because of this shared bond and heritage, Americans for a Better Tomorrow, 
Tomorrow has an interest in the Request by American Crossroads. 

As we understand the American Crossroads Advisory opinion Request, the 
organization has plans to sponsor advertisements featuring Members of Congress 
up for re-election. As they wrote in their original Request, 

"The purpose of these advertisements, while focused on current legislative and 
policy issues, would be to Improve the public's perception of the featured 
Member of Congress in advance of the 2012 campaign season." 

Americans for a Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow could not concur more concurrently. 
These ads would simply Improve public perception of candidates in advance of the 
campaign. The message is not, "Vote for this great guy," it's merely, "Hey votersi 
Look at this great guyl" 

Clearly, these ads featuring candidates on behalf of candidates would not be 
candidate ads. As American Crossroads put it. In their original Request, 

"While these advertisements would be fully coordinated with Incumbent Members 
of Congress facing re-election in 2012, they would presumably not qualify as 
'coordinated communications,'." 

Americans for a Better Tomorow, Tomon-ow agrees that "fully coordinated" ads 
shouldn't be counted as "coordinated communications." The candidate would 
merely be appearing as a paid spokesperson, who, coincidentally, is closely 
aligned with the candidate that he or she also is. 

For example, an ad in which the Kool Aid man decries our nation-wide childhood 
thirst problem would not necessarily be an ad for Kool Aid brand juice drink. That 



being said, would a tall glass of Kool-Ald solve that thirst problem? To quote one 
expert: "Oh, yeaaahhhhl" 

Americans for a Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow wholly endorses American 
Crossroads' Request. We hope the Commission Is able to begin with the Supreme 
Court's definition of Non-Coordinated as "expenditures ... made totally 
Independently of the candidate and his campaign" in Buckley v. Valeo , and end up 
with a ruling that allows outside groups to produce ads with the candidate's 
cooperation, themes, and message. That will prove to our nation's critics that 
America is a country that still makes something: strained rationalizations. 

Americans for a Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow believes that Super PACs can and 
should coordinate with candidates In every sense of that word—except in the legal 
or biblical sense. In fact, pending the outcome of American Crossroads' Request, 
Americans for a Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow plans to coordinate a 
non-"coordinated" ad with presidential novelty candidate Buddy Roemer. A rough 
example of which can be found here: 
www.colbertsuperpac.com/undaunted-non-coordlnation. 

It should be clear that there was no collusion with Governor Roemer, as he 
vehemently opposes and passionately questions the legality of the ad that he 
agreed to appear in. 

If the Commission sees fit to grant these reasonable requests, Americans for a 
Better Tomorrow will continue to fulfill our promise to never give you up, or let you 
down, as detailed in our mission statement here: 
http://voutu.be/dQw4w9WaXcQ 

Accordingly, Americans for a Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow respectfully requests the 
Commission's timely consideration of American Crossroads' Advisory Opinion 
Request. 

Super Sincerely Yours, 

Stephen Colbert 
President & MaTtre D' 

Americans for a Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow, Inc. 

Ham Rove 
Chief Strategist & Lunchmeat 
Americans for A Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow, Inc. 
PS - If the commission does not see fit to grant this request fully, Americans for a 
Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow would like to offer a compromise. To avoid the 
appearance of collusion, the F.E.C. could rule that candidates can appear in Super 
PAC ads only against their will. They'd have to be kidnapped, blindfolded, and 
thrown in a van before being forced to read a statement supporting their goals and 
then returned to their fundraisers in time for dessert. 

Paid for by Americans for a Better Tomorrow, 
Tomonrow 

Not authorized by any candidate or candidate's 
committee. 

www.colbertsuperoac.com 

This nioiiS?gf v.; 'YIIUI;:::.: i • l<evlnconroy®amaii.com 



Molly Davies TO Secretary@fec.gov 
<mollyandmark@gmail.com> 

cc 
11/09/2011 07:44 AM 

bcc Subject Please deny Opinion Request AOR 2011 -23 

Dear Commission Secretary, 
I am writing to ask you to please turn down opinion request AOR 2011-23. Tliis request 
completely goes against the only 
rule Super Pac's have to follow, that they may not coordinate with candidates' 
campaigns. It goes against it to the point 
that it is insulting and ridiculous that this request has even been submitted. It is a waste 
of time and money and should 
not be considered for one minute. 
Right in the text of the request the organization making the request, American 
Crossroads Advisory, 
admits that they would be coordinating with candidate's campaigns. 
"While these advertisements would be fuilv coordinated with incumbent i\/iembers of 
Congress facing 
re-eiection in 2012 , they would presumably not qualify as 'coordinated 
communications,'." 
They don't qualify as coordinated communications? Why not? Just replace the word 
"advertisements" with 
"communications", because that's what adverstisements are, and right there, in that 
statement, are the grounds 
to deny this request. The fact that American Crossroads Advisory and their leader, Karl 
Rove, had the gall to 
even make this request shows that these organizations need more regulation and more 
rules to police their actions. 
This group has the audacity to request that they not be made to follow the only rule 
they're asked to follow! 
So please, in this time of polarity and social unrest where Americans are tired of 
hearing about those who don't 
have to follow the rules, deny this request and show the American people that rules are 
made for a reason and 
everyone, even Kari Rove, needs to follow them. 
Thank you for your time. 
Molly Davies 
IfUChestnut Ridge Lane 
Dallas, PA 18612 



A November 
<anovember@gmail.com> 
11/09/2011 11:09 AM 

To Secretary@fec.gov 

cc 

bcc 

Subject AOR 2011-23 

Mr. Secretary, 
The petition by American Crossroads, AOR 2011-23, to clarify if full coordination with members 
of congress would be considered a "coordinated campaign" is ludicrous. The fact that we now 
have anonymous donors officially sanctioned in our politics is bad enough, but to allow these 
"super-PACs" imlimited money and coordination with specific candidates would be criminal. 
Please reject his request. There should also be penalties for the Nebraska Democratic Party for 
their "non-coordinated" coordination with Senator Ben Nelson. 
Money in politics is the reason the coimtry is in the shape it is today. Please do not make it 
worse. 
Sincerely, 
Adam November 
•^•^eckerwoods Road 
Kentwood,LA 70444 



"Paul & Cecily Medved" TO <Secretary@FEC.gov> 
<pcmedved@gmall.com> 

cc 
11/08/2011 10:13 PM 

bcc 
Subject AOR 2011-23 

Help stop the madness, pleasel Tear it up and send It back to them along with a photo of Ham Rove. 

Paul Medved 
fli Justin Circle 
Alameda, OA 94502 



Mark Friedman TO Secretary@FEC.gov 
<markatfpsl@gmail.oom> 

11/08/2011 10:10 PM cc 

bcc 
Subject Reject Rove 

Enough already!i! 
Stop the steady erosion of our political system. 
Reject Rove. 

Mark Friedman 
• I Herrada Rd 
Santa Fe, NM 87508 



'Mark Slepker" TO <Secretary@FEC.gov> 
<tFam_man@cox.net> 
11/09/2011 07:13 AM cc 

bcc 
.. . Public Comment on Karl Rove's Opinion Request (AOR 

subject 2011-23) 

As an average guy on main street, I'm more disappointed than ever at the ability of wealthy interests to 
control the political process. Super PACs and their ability to buy "issue ads" unequivocally equates to 
big money spending whatever amounts they want to on whatever purposes and candidates they 
choose. No wonder so many American citizens are disillusioned with the political process. 

Kari Rove's request should be denied. 

I understand that you must apply the misguided laws and the interpretations of the courts in your 
duties as the F.E.C. However, wherever there is room for judgment, please rule in favor of the vast 
majority of American who love democracy as richly as anyone else, but do not have the resources to 
enrich those who can alter the course of democracy. 

Respectfully, 
Mark Siepker 
• • l l Adams St. 
Omaha, NE 68135 



Laura Chilcoat 
<lcj1223@gmall.com> 
11/09/2011 11:43 AM 

To Secretary@fec.gov 

cc 

bcc 
Subject Super Pac Coordinated Ads - Karl Rove's Opinion Request 

Secretary Werth and FEC Members: 

As a voting American without SuperPac funds I urge you to reject the idea that candidates 
for office can appear in "non-coordinated" policy ads funded by ANY Super Pac. It is 
ridiculous to have a few wealthy interests controlling the American political system 
through the use of advertising and if you rule that this is permitted it is just one step 
further toward corporate interests running everything we do and highlights the fact that 
the only thing that matters anymore in politics in this country is what special interests 
want, not what small business owners like me need to keep this country moving. 

Please do not allow these ads to run. It is ridiculous. 
Laura Chilcoat CORE 
Broker / Owner 
RE/MAX Executive at the Lake 



'Carole Howey" TO <Secretary@FEC.gov> 
<carDle.howey@comcast.net 
> cc 

11/09/2011 07:58 AM bcc 
Subject AOR 2011-23 

If American Crossroads Is granted this exception, any Illusion of campaign transparency that still exists in 
the United States will be completely obliterated. Protect the voting public from this special-interest 
boondoggle and deny AC and every other Super PAC the opportunity to further rig our electoral system. 

Carole M. Howey 
••Oakfield Lane 
Philadelphia, PA 19115 



<Andrew.McGavin@CH2M.c 
om> 

11/09/2011 11:26 AM 

To <Secretary@FEC.gov> 

cc 

bcc 

« . . Comment on American Crossroads Advisory Opinion 
jDUDjea pgq ĵggj ^^Qp 2O11 -23) 23) 

Re American Crossroads' request to treat coordinated candidate ads as if they were neither, 
please exercise a little common sense and preserve the purpose of the current regulation. 
Advertisements that are "fully coordinated with incumbent l\1embers of Congress facing 
re-election in 2012" are cieariy coordinated communications, and ads whose purpose is to 
"improve the public's perception of the featured Member of Congress" are clearly ads for that 
candidate. 
Issues are concepts, not people (even if corporations apparently are). 
Thank you for your consideration. 

Andrew McGavin 
IBVKetchwood Circle 
Highlands Ranch, CO 80130 



'Rick Brown" TO <Secretary@FEC.gov> 
<rick.brown@hunsicker.org> 

11/09/2011 07:59 AM 
Please respond to 

<rick.brown@hunsicker.org> 

cc 

bcc 

Subject AOR 2011-23 

Coiranission Members and 
Shawn Woodhead Werth 
Secretary and Clerk 
Federal Election Commission 
999 E Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20463 

Re: Comment on American Crossroads Advisory Opinion Request 

Dear Secretary Werth: 

I am writing to comment on the request by Mr. Rove at American Crossroads to 
fully coordinate with candidates to produce "legally uncoordinated" ads endorsing 
the issues that the candidate supports in order to get the American Crossroads 
candidates elected. That is what issue advertising is all about, blurring the line 
between ethical and legal so that it becomes impossible to distinguish and 
therefore, not punishable under the law and once again allowing big money to 
control and dictate outcomes of elections. That is what has made America great 
and that is what we should all strive for, big money mind control couched as issue 
advertising protected under legal confusion As used car dealers say, "There is 
profit in confusion my boy". Allowing this policy to continue is once again 
following the Golden Rule as stated in l"* Timothy 6-12, i.e., "He who has the 
gold makes the rules". Only a rank degenerate would be against the golden rule. 
Let us all band together as a nation of degenerates and allow our political system 
to continue as a dysfunctional process putting the lowest common denominator in 
control of our highest institutions. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Richard L. Brown, President 
Degenerate Americans Supporting Special Interest Big Money Mind Control, aka 
American Crossroads Insane Ideas 



Richard L. (Rick) Brown 
Real Estate Development, Appraisal, Management and Consulting 

:ole Ave., Dallas, TX 75205-3401 
rick:.brown@hunsicker.org 

revenue is vanity, profit is sanity, cash is reality 

ack Griffin Dr., Hereford, TX 79045 
rbp@wtrt.net 



Mike Tikkanen Packard TO "Secretary@FEC.gov" <Secretary@FEC.gov> 
Acquisitions 
<mike@packardacquisitions.c cc 
om> bcc 
11/09/2011 08:21 AM gubject Doing Your Job 

Dear Secretary of the FEC, 

For the sake of all Americans & others around the worid, please enforce the laws you are chartered to 
oversee. 

Allowing corporations (superpacs)to twist public policy through be blatant infractions is doing real and 
permanent harm to the people and government ofthis nation. 

Best wishes. 

Citizen Mike Tikkanen 

Mikeg)PackardGrouD.com 
www.PackardGrouD.com 

PacQuisitions's Bloe I Acouisition. the inside storv 



"Sandra L Rowland" TO <Secretary@FEC.gov> 
<empress63@comcast.net> 

cc 
11/09/2011 12:14PM 

bcc 
Subject SuperPac's 

Please do not allow Super Pac's to coordinate with candidates' campaigns. 
Sandra L Rowland 

Byhalia, MS 38611 



"Erica Monfils" 
<emonfils@cox.net> 

11/09/2011 12:03 PM 

To <Secretary@FEC.gov> 

cc 

bcc 
Subject American Crossroads Request 

I would like to make a formal comment on the Advisory Opinion Request submitted to 
the Federal Election Commission on October 12, 2011, and again in a revised version 
on October 28, 2011 by American Crossroads. I am asking the FEC not to allow Super 
PACs to coordinate with candidates by considering it not coordinating through some 
bizarre loophole. 

Sincerely, 
Erica Monfils 
••Winchell Road 
WanA/ick, Rl 02889 



Dieu Ha TO Secretary@fec.gov 
<dieu.ha@gmail.com> 

cc 
11/09/2011 12:02 PM 

bcc 
Subiect ^o'^'^^'^t American Crossroads Advisory Opinion 

^ Request 

November 6, 2011 

Siiawn Woodhead Wertii 
Secretary and Clerk 
Federal Election Commission 
999 E Street. N.W. 

Wasiiington, D.C. 20463 

Re: Comment on Amencan Crossroads /Advisory Opinion Request 

Dear Secretary Werth: 

Americans for a Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow submits this letter as a formal comment on the Advisory Opinion Request submitted 
to the Federal Election Commission on October 12, 2011, and again In a revised version on October 28,2011 by American 
Crossroads, an organization led by Republican political consultant and "Mr. November" In the 2012 "Hunlcs of the Bush 

Administration" calendar, Karl Rove. 

Americans fbr a Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow has much In common with American Crossroads. Both are registered 
"independent-expenditure-only" PACs (a.k.a. "Super PACs") that may accept unlimited contributions from corporations, unions, 
individuals, and doomsday cults we one day hope to found. Both groups are separately affiliated with prominent 501©(4) 
organizations, Colbert Super PAC SHH and Crossroads GPS, and are strongly committed to doing what is legally possible In 
America. Botii have top strategic thinkers at their core: American Crossroads has Karl Rove, and Americans for a Better Tomonrow, 

Tomorrow has a ham loaf wearing wire rimmed glasses. 

Because of this shared bond and heritage, Americans for a Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow has an interest in the Request by 

American Crossroads. 

As we understand the American Crossroads Advisory opinion Request, the organization has plans to sponsor advertisements 

featuring Members of Congress up for re-election. As they wrote In their original Request, 

"The purpose of these advertisements, while focused on current legislative and policy Issues, would be to 
improve the public's perception of the featured IVIember of Congress in advance of the 2012 campaign 
season." 

Americans for a Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow could not concur more concurrently. These ads would simply improve public 
perception of candidates in advance of the campaign. The message is not, "Vote for this great guy," it's merely, "Hey votersi Look 

at this great guyl" 

Cieariy, these ads featuring candidates on behalf of candidates would not be candidate ads. As American Crossroads put It, In their 

original Request. 

"While these advertisements would be fully coordinated with incumbent Members of Congress facing 
re-election in 2012, they would presumably not qualify as 'coordinated communications,'." 

Americans fbr a Better Tomonow, Tomorrow agrees that "fully coordinated" ads shouldn't be counted as "coordinated 
communications." The candidate would merely be appearing as a paid spokesperson, who, coincidentally, is closely aligned with 

the candidate that he or she also is. 



For example, an ad In which the Kool Aid man decries our nation-wide childhood thirst problem would not necessarily be an ad for 
Kool Aid brand juice drink. That being said, would a tall glass of Kool-Ald solve that thirst problem? To quote one expert: "Oh, 
yeaaahhhh!" 

Americans for a Better Tomonow, Tomorrow wholly endorses American Crossroads' Request. We hope the Commission is able to 
begin with the Supreme Court's definition of Non-Coordinated as "expenditures ... made totally Independently ofthe candidate and 
his campaign" In Buckley v. Valeo , and end up with a ruling that allows outside groups to produce ads with the candidate's 
cooperation, themes, and message. That will prove to our nation's critics that America is a country that still makes something: 

strained rationalizations. 

Americans for a Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow believes that Super PACs can and should coordinate with candidates in every sense 
of that word—except In the legal or biblical sense, in fact, pending the outcome of American Crossroads' Request, Americans for a 
Better Tomonow, Tomorrow plans to coordinate a non-"coordlnated" ad with presidential novelty candidate Buddy Roemer. A rough 
example of which can be found here:www.colbertsuDerDac.com/undaunted-non-coordination. 

It should be clear that there was no collusion with Governor Roemer, as he vehemently opposes and passionately questions the 

legality of the ad that he agreed to appear in. 

If the Commission sees fit to grant these reasonable requests, Americans for a Better Tomorrow will continue to fulfill our promise 
to never give you up, or let you down, as detailed in our mission statement here: 

http://voutu.be/dQw4w9WQXcQ 

Accordingly. Americans for a Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow respectfully requests the Commission's timely consideration of American 

Crossroads' Advisory Opinion Request. 

Super Sincerely Yours, 

Stephen Colbert 
President & MaTtre D' 

Americans for a Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow, Inc. 

Ham Rove 
Chief Strategist & Lunchmeat 
Americans for A Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow, Inc. 

PS - If the commission does not see fit to grant this request fully, Americans for a Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow would like to offer a 
compromise. To avoid the appearance of collusion, the F.E.C. could rule that candidates can appear in Super PAC ads only 
against their will. They'd have to be kidnapped, blindfolded, and thrown in a van before being forced to read a statement supporting 
their goals and then retumed to their fundraisers in time for dessert. 

Ms. Dieu Ha 



Dan Theodore TO Secretary@FEC.gov 
<dan.theodore@gmail.com> 

cc 
11/09/2011 08:01 AM 

bcc Subject Illegal coordination of PAC money with Candidates 

To whom it may concem: 

I am deeply concemed with the continuing and even accelerating weakening of political 
campaign finance limits. 

Admittedly, some things (e.g., the Supreme Court) are outside of the authority of the Federal 
Election Commission, but it is up to you to prevent a clear violation of the letter and spirit of 
campaign finance reform legislation. 

Specifically, I am addressing a pending petition by America Crossroads and its founder Karl 
Rove. I ask that you NOT APPROVE his request to allow PACs to coordinate with candidates' 
campaigns. Taking from the name of that PAC, American democracy is at a 
crossroads where the apparent influence wielded on our system of govemment by large amounts 
of money has brought us to a crisis. The citizens of the U.S. are cynical and scared. They fear 
that our representatives selling them out and seem unwilling to compromise because they honor 
their obligations to influential donors more than their duty to the nation. And the massive 
volume of "issue" advertising and campaign commercials overwhelm the ability of the voters to 
analylze facts or make any rational comparison. 

On one hand, the regular debate, while often filled with non-issues and personality disputes, 
allows many voters to hear the contrasting and unfiltered words of the candidates. That is a big 
imoprovement the many years between Kennedy and Ford when no debates took place. 
However, the growing link between fundraising and lobbying, and the connection between the 
congressional staffs and the payrolls of lobbyists, are a runaway train, threatening the fi:«edoms 
and rights of the people. The FEC is obligated use its authority to reverse this trend and protect 
the principle of one-man-one-vote fix)m one-dollar-one-vote. 

Thank you for your attention to my concems. 

-Dan Theodore 
^HLakeview Avefl l^ 
Cortlandt Manor, NY 10567 



"Lyn" 
<Lynbrumbaugh@comcast.ne 
t> 

11/10/2011 01:02 AM 

To <Secretary@FEC.gov> 

cc 

Please respond to 
"Lyn" 

<Lynbrumbaugh@comcast.net 

bcc 

Subject AOR 2011-23) 

Re: AOR 2011-23) How much more ethically impaired can the system become? 
Politicians don't even bother trying to hide this stuff behind closed doors anymore. I am 
65 years old and I thought I could no longer be disappointed by this stuff. Apparently I 
was mistaken. Please do not allow this to happen. 
Lyn Brumbaugh 

Pfporest Drive 
Palmyra, VA 22963 



JSpataro 
<zapperjohn@yahoo.com> 
11/10/2011 06:42 AM 

Please respond to 
JSpataro 

<zapperjohn@yahoo.com> 

To "Secretary@FEC.gov" <Secretary@FEC.gov> 

cc 

bcc 
Subiect Co'̂ '̂ ®"* on American Crossroads Advisory Opinion 

Request 

As a totally human American person and not a corporate entity (a.La. Citizen 
as now define by the Supreme Court), I agree with the following statement. 
John Spataro 
! • Davis Mill Road 
Rocky Mount, Virginia 24151 

Americans For A Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow 

November 6, 2011 

Shawn Woodhead Werth 
Secretary and Clerk 
Federal Election Commission 
999 E Street. N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20463 

Re: Comment on American Crossroads Advisory Opinion Request 

Dear Secretary Werih: 

Americans for a Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow submits this letter as a formal comment on the Advisory 
Opinion Request submitted to the Federal Election Commission on October 12, 2011, and again in a 
revised version on October 28,2011 by American Crossroads, an organization led by Republican political 
consultant and "Mr. November" in the 2012 "Hunks ofthe Bush Administration" calendar, Kari Rove. 

Americans for a Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow has much in common with American Crossroads. Both are 
registered "independent-expenditure-only" PACs (a.k.a. "Super PACs") that may accept unlimited 
contributions from corporations, unions, individuals, and doomsday cults we one day hope to found. Both 
groups are separately affiliated with prominent 501 ©(4) organizations, Colbert Super PAC SHH and 
Crossroads GPS, and are strongly committed to doing what Is legally possible In America. Both have top 
strategic thinkers at their core: American Crossroads has Karl Rove, and Americans for a Better 
Tomorrow, Tomorrow has a ham loaf wearing wire rimmed glasses. 

Because of this shared bond and heritage, Americans for a Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow has an interest in 
the Request by American Crossroads. 

As we understand the American Crossroads Advisory opinion Request, the organization has plans to 
sponsor advertisements featuring Members of Congress up for re-election. As they wrote In their original 
Request, 



"The purpose of these advertisements, while focused on current legislative and policy issues, would be to 
improve the public's perception of the featured Member of Congress in advance of the 2012 campaign 
season." 

Americans for a Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow could not concur more concurrently. These ads would simply 
Improve public perception of candidates In advance of the campaign. The message Is not, "Vote for this 
great guy," it's merely, "Hey votersi Look at this great guyl" 

Clearly, these ads featuring candidates on behalf of candidates would not be candidate ads. As American 
Crossroads put it, in their original Request, 

"While these advertisements would be fully coordinated with incumbent Members of Congress facing 
re-election in 2012, they would presumably not qualify as 'coordinated communications,'." 

Americans for a Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow agrees that "fully coordinated" ads shouldn't be counted as 
"coordinated communications." The candidate would merely be appearing as a paid spokesperson, who, 
coincidentally, is closely aligned with the candidate that he or she also Is. 

For example, an ad In which the Kool Aid man decries our nation-wide childhood thirst problem would not 
necessarily be an ad for Kool Aid brand juice drink. That being said, would a tall glass of Kool-Ald solve 
that thirst problem? To quote one expert: "Oh, yeaaahhhhl" 

Americans for a Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow wholly endorses /^erican Crossroads' Request. We hope 
the Commission is able to begin with the Supreme Court's definition of Non-Coordinated as "expenditures 
... made totally independently of the candidate and his campaign" In Buckley v. Valeo , and end up with a 
ruling that allows outside groups to produce ads with the candidate's cooperation, themes, and message. 
That will prove to our nation's critics that America is a country that still makes something: strained 
rationalizations. 

Americans for a Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow believes that Super PACs can and should coordinate with 
candidates in every sense of that word—except in the legal or biblical sense. In fact, pending the outcome 
of American Crossroads' Request, Americans for a Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow plans to coordinate a 
non-"coordinated" ad with presidential novelty candidate Buddy Roemer. A rough example of which can be 
found here: www.colbertsuperDac.com/undaunted-non-coordination. 

It should be clear that there was no collusion with Governor Roemer, as he vehemently opposes and 
passionately questions the legality of the ad that he agreed to appear in. 

If the Commission sees fit to grant these reasonable requests, Americans for a Better Tomorrow will 
continue to fulfill our promise to never give you up, or let you down, as detailed in our mission statement 
here: 
http://voutu.be/dQw4w9WaXcQ 

Accordingly. Americans for a Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow respectfully requests the Commission's timely 
consideration of American Crossroads' Advisory Opinion Request. 

Super Sincerely Yours, 

Stephen Colbert 
President & MaTtre D' 

Americans for a Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow, Inc. 

Ham Rove 
Chief Strategist & Lunchmeat 
Americans for A Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow, Inc. 



PS - If the commission does not see fit to grant this request fully, Americans for a Better Tomorrow, 
Tomorrow would like to offer a compromise. To avoid the appearance of collusion, the F.E.C. could rule 
that candidates can appear in Super PAC ads only against their will. They'd have to be kidnapped, 
blindfolded, and thrown in a van tiefore being forced to read a statement supporting their goals and then 
returned to their fundraisers In time for dessert. 

Paid for by Americans for a Better Tomorrow. Tomorrow 
Not authorized by any candidate or candidate's committee. 

www.colbertsuperpac.com 



Dylan Riley TO secretary@fec.gov 
<dylan.riley@stern.nyu.edu> 

cc 
11/09/2011 11:06 PM 

bcc Subject Public Comment on American Crossroads AOR 2011 -23 

Dear Secretary Werth: 
I have read the advisory opinion request fi'om American Crossroads, regarding the financing and 
distribution of political action committee advertisements containing incumbent officials up for 
re-election in 2012.1 find this proposal to be the most offensive notion since the mling on 
Citizens United and, as a voting citizen in this country, I feel obliged to speak against it. 
I am rarely outspoken in politics, but I strongly believe that many of the complaints that have 
arisen lately (Occupy Wall Street, as an example) are products of an American sentiment of 
ineffectiveness, of helplessness. One thing that will worsen that feeling of helplessness is the 
unlimited, undisclosed outside corporate financing of candidates by PACs, increasing the 
disparity between what the American majority wants and what ends up in the legislative and 
executive branches. 
Please make the decision to disallow American Crossroads from using candidates' likenesses, 
voices and election messages in their advertisements. Thank you for your time and consideration. 
Best, 

Dylan Riley 

Dylan Riley 
Honors B.Sc, Finance & Marketing 
NYU Stem 
dvlan.rilev@stem.nvu.edu 



"Barbara Voss" 
<bvoss@stanford.edu> 
11/09/2011 10:21 PM 

To <Secretary@FEC.gov> 

cc 

bcc 

c,,u:«^ Public Comment on Karl Rove's Opinion Request (AOR 
subject 2011-23) 

To the Federal Election Commission -
I urge you to deny Karl Rove's request (AOR 2011-23) for approval to 
classify PAC-funded advertisements that are coordinated with candidates as 
NOT being coordinated communications. 
Thank you 
--Barb Voss 
Affiliation provided for identification purposes only. 

Barbara L. Voss, Associate Professor 
Department of Anthropology 
H^l^ Serra Mall, 
Stanford University 
Stanford CA 94305-2034 

(dept office) 
(fax) 

bvoss®stanford.edu 



scott imholt 
<scottlmholt@gmail.com> 

11/09/2011 08:18 PM 

To Secretary@FEC.gov 

cc 

bcc 

Subject AOR 2011-23 

Dear Sir, 
Please clarify the law for the request AOR 2011-23 in a way that meets the intent of the law. 
There should be no co-ordination between the super pacs and candidates. And just so you know, 
in my opinion corporations are not people and should not be treated as such. 
Thank you for your time. 
Scott Imhoh 



Frank Oleksy TO Secretary@FEC.gov 
<frankoleksy@hotmall.com> 

cc 
11/09/2011 08:17 PM 

bcc 
Subject AOR 2011-23 

Sirs 

Does the argument that a SuperPac Ad is not coordinated but is coordinated sound as absurd to 
you as it does to me? 

If so please mie on Karl Roves AOR 2011-23 in a manner that makes sense to all of us. 

Thank you. 

Frank Oleksy 
uince lane 

Suffern. NY 10901 



Evelyn Boettcher 
<evelyn.boettcher@gmall.co 
m> 

11/09/2011 08:09 PM 

To Secretary@FEC.gov 

cc 

bcc 

Subject AOR 2011-23 

Dear FEC, 

I am troubled by lack of regulation and openness that Super-Pacs 
currently enjoy. To expand their ability to coordinate with 
candidate(s) for advertisements seems troubling for a democratic 
process. Please do not allow Super-Pacs to coordinate with 
candidates. IE as in the American Crossroads original request,"While 
these advertisements would be fully coordinated with incumbent Members 
of Congress facing re-election in 2012, they would presumably not 
qualify as 'coordinated communications,'." 

Please deny American Crossroads (AOR 2011-23) request. 

Sincerely, 
Evelyn Boettcher 

^//^ Greenmount Blvd 
Dayton, OH 45419 



Nancy Stallard 
<nanze56@q.com> 

11/09/2011 07:19 PM 

To Secretary@FEC.gov 

cc 

bcc 

Subject Karl Rove Opinion 

I would like to make my public comment on the Karl Rove Opinion Request, AOR 
2100-23. I believe i t should be denied as i t seeks to make a mockery of the 
electoral system. Please do not pass this request. 

Nancy Stallard _ 
Ha Wa Si^tt 

Black Canyon City, AZ 85324 



Paul Tllyou 
<paultilyou@msn.com> 
11/09/2011 10:36 PM 

To <secretary@fec.gov> 

cc 

bcc 
Subject AOR 2011-23 

To Whom It May Concern, 11/9/11 

"Money is free speech," and "Corporations are people." Most elections are won by those raising the most 
money. The U.S. ranks 18th in education rankings. Please continue this trend of giving more influence In 
our elections to those smart enough to make or raise money to exploit the Ignorance of our general 
populace by removing the shackles on our SuperPacs. 
Thank you, 
Paul Tllyou 

imi^Virginia Ave. 
Prescott, AZ 86303 



Johanna Wall TO Secretary@fec.gov 
<johannalwall@gmall.com> 

cc 
11/09/2011 06:14 PM 

bcc 
Subject AOR 2011-23 is sketchy 

To Whom It May Concem, 

I am a voting citizen of the United States of America, and I want ask you to not allow AOR 
2011-23 to open the door for Super PACs to coordinate with candidates. I could bore you with an 
angry rant about the corrosive influence of money in politics, focusing on recent Supreme Court 
decisions, etc., etc. I could talk about my disdain for American Crossroads and Americans for 
Prosperity, and how angry it makes me when people spend so much time and money finding 
simplistic, frivolous minutiae to distract from things that we can't afford not to address. 

But I won't, I promise. Instead I'm just going to appeal to your sense of.. I don't know? 
Community? Patriotism? Common sense? Just please don't let Karl Rove somehow convince you 
that he can coordinate with a candidate without coordinating with candidates, because that is just 
really stupid. 

Thank you for your time, and have a nice rest ofthe week! 

- Jwall 

Johanna Wall 

JohannaWall.net 
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Blue Cross 
<fBcbiiQrockelniai.ooiii> 

11/13^11 06:26 PM 
Please respoTKl to 

Blue Cross 
<fBctan@rockBlinail.com> 

To 'lsecretafy@fiBc.gov'<secretary@fiec.gov> 

cc 

bcc 
Subject Comment Re: AOR 2011-23 

FEC's Advisory Opinions rock! 
You should issue an Advisory Opinion regarding advertisements like they have in Russia and 
Spain. That's the kind of "coordinated activity" that everyone enjoys. 
Very truly yours, 
FEC Fan 
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î s ?. 
O 3 
-1. (D 

00 
A 

!V 3 
S "o 

00 

o 

CO 

0) 
c 

fl>" 

CO 
c •o 
(D 

Q) 

o o o o 

CO 
(D 
O 

1 
® •n 
m 
O 
(Q 
O < 



7i 
CD 
CO 

•o 
(D 

^ i 

2 
CD 
Q) 
CO 
CD 
Q . 
O 

i 
Q) 

O 
3 -
CD 
—1 

3 
CD 
i - H 

3 " 
O 
Q . 

i | 
P o 
O - h 

-?8 
CO Q) 

CD s^-" 
CQ 
o m 

c 
a. 
3 " 
CD 

Q) 
T3 

—1 

C 
CD 
Q . 

CD 
3 
Q . 
CD 

> 
3 
o 
o" 
CU 

CD 

Q) 

CO 
O 

il 
Q . 
O 
3 
O 

S" 
CO 
CD 
CD 

$ 
3 -

m 

c_ 
*< 
o" 
CO 
CT 
CD 
3 
CD 

m 

? 7 CD 

<" 
CD 
3 
CD 
CO 
CO 

o 
Q) 
Q L 
< 
CD 
3 . 
co" 
5' 

CO 
CQ 
CD 
3 
O 

CD 
Q . 

? 
3 
CO 
c 
o 
3 " 

(Q 

5 
C 

T J 
CO 

co" 
5" 
CD 

o-
CD 
CO 

Q) 
Q . 

O 
c 
3 
g. 
3 " 

(Q 

T l 
CU 
I—H 

3 -
CD 

Q) 
3 
C3L 

o 
3' 
c 
3 
Q . 

m 
o" 
3 
O 
3 

CD Q. 
0) m 

9 : CD 

S . CO 
(Q CO 

o o 
o. o 

= 2 1:^ 
CO. CD 

-I 
i ^ 
< CD 

i l 
S Q 

CD •< 
•o 3 < 
ol 

CD 

< 
g 
CD 

o 
Q) 

3 
(Q 
CD 
3 

i 
*< 
CQ' 
3 o 
B 
Q . 

Q} 
(Q 
O 
O 
Q . 

m 
CO 
o 
3 

Q) 
3 
CL 

CD 
3 
Q . 
CD 
Q) 

3 ; 7 
Q) - r 

5 » 
3 "» 

C D ^ 

CO CD 
3 

o 
CT 
CD 
CO 
I— 

3 
CD 

CO 

3 -
CD 

•a 
CD 
o 
•g. 
CD 

o 

o 
c 
3_ 
CD 
Q . 

CO 
m 
CD 
CO 

> 
3 
CD —» 
Q) 

CD 
O. 
Q) 
3 
Q . 
C 
3 

s 
O 
B. 
3 
m 
CD 
Q . 

^ 
3 " 
Q) 
3 
O 
CD 
CO 
Q) 
< 
CD, 

m 
CD 

3 

c 
CD 
3 

O 

c 

0 - -
O C_ 

3 

i s 
CO - n 
o" g 
o 
3 Q) 
n Q) 
o -o 
o " 3 . 
CD < 
-1 Q) 

IS) o 

-1.CQ 

01 3 =• 

a 0) S 
CQ C 

oa m 
?'co 

it 
CD 

"I 
CD W 

<£ 
CD CD 

3 

O 3 
o — 
o 8 
IS) 3 2 ? 

3 

CD < =• OT" 
3 *< 

^ 5 SI-
CO 3 . 
CO o 

S 3 

c 
CD 
CO 
CO 
c 
CT 

3 
Pi: 
CD 
a. 

CD 

-n 
CD 
Q . 
CD 

Q] 
CD a 
o" 
3 

D 
CD 
Q) —% 
CO 
CD 
O 

? 

CD 

3 -

o E" 
CD M 

^ ! 
cn A 
Is. ^ 

M 

CO 
c 
CT 

s 8 

o 
o 
3 
3 
CD 

O 
•g 
D" o' 
3 
33 
CD 

.Q 
C 
CD 

CO 
(D 
O 

i 
© 
•n 
m 
O 
(b 5 



(/3 s-

o p. 

s ^ 
p. o 

o 

CO 
c 
CT 

G R 
(0 
(D 
O 

I 
•5 
m 
o 
(b 
o 
< 

CO 

o 



H o 
3 
p 

I 
5 

CD 3 

3 O 

OQ 

OQ ^ 

S § 

n 
3. 
o 
§ 
n 
5 
m 

CD 
V3 

B 3 
^ OD 

g » 

ZI Q. 

CO O 

i l 
c 

•< u 
3-
O 
O 

8 
3 
V 

o o 
Ui 
CD 
P 

3̂  

o 

fT 
CO 
P^ 

n 

3 

CO 
c 

a n 
> 
3 
CD 
O 
D) 
3 
o 
S 
CO 
CA 

3 
0) 
Q. 
CO. 
J3 
(D .a c 
(D 

CO 
(D 
O 

I 
"n 
m 
O 
(Q 
O < 

o 
o 

a 
CD 

fD 

H 
ET 

CO 

fT 

O 



H CD O 
S CD O 

»< S p 
3 ^ 3 

CO. Q . CQ 
m!P Q) 

CD 3 
CD CD 
(U 3 

CD O" 
O . CD 

3 (D 
CD I 

o 
o o 
CL 3 o 
3 

3" 
CQ 

_ CD 

CQ 

Cl) ® 
CO > 

S . CO ^ 

CD 

a O 

O 

s 

a : n CO 

• a «o 
3 

s± O ? Q) CD Q . 
CO 

i o | 
co" 

1 o 
<Q""0 

3 5 ' 
(0 O ' 
CD 3 

S 7} 
O CD 
3 . Q 
• . C 

CD 
— CO 

o-
CD. O 

5" ^ 
^ 9 
a CO 
0) "O 
= CD 

15 
i | 
II 
§ a 

1̂ 
CD 

O ^ 
to 3 

o rn 
3 

> 

CO 
c 

a 8 
> 
3 
CD 
-1 

o" 
0) 
3 
O 
3 
01 
0) 

5 
0) 
Q . 
CO 

< 
co" 
O 
"5 
O 
"O 
5" 
5" 
3 
JJ 
(D 
.a 
c 
(D 
CO 

CO 
(D 
O 

I 
•n 
m 
O 
«b 5 

8 

1 = 
CD ^ 

O 
*< -r. 

3 

IS 

CD c 

CD =: 
O o_ 
CD CO 

a-o 
CO ^ 
T3 8 
3"a 
3 I" CD 3 o 



fD 

o 
CO 

O 

I 

O- • 

3 & 
2 a 

fD CO 
P . 

p . > 
w 3 

fD ^ 

3 g 
a 3 
o 
^ 3 

^ 3 CD 
O (D =: 
55 = eo 
^ 01 o> 
o S.— 
=i g o 
M S. 3" 

ro 3 3 
> ® 
S »< 

0) 
3" 
O 
O 

OQ 

CO ^ 
OQ fft 
P 
< o 

CO C H 

^ -< 

fD 
2. fT 

o 

t § 
S .CO 

2 P--

fD 

cr 
o 
p 

f5 • a 

^ p 

CO 

CE. fD 

CO 
c 
5-
fl>" 

a 
CO 
c 

T3 
T3 
O 
3. 

> 
3 
(D 

o" 
D) 
3 
(A 

CT 

I 
(D 

s 
3 o —̂ 

i 
s 
3 o 
JO 
(D 

.Q 
C 
(D 
(5̂  

CT 
O 
O 

CO 
(D 
O 

1 
"Tl 
m 
o 
O < 

P 

fD 
3. 
o 

g 
CO 

O fD 

•3 fD 
O -t 

3 H 
fD S 

3 3 
o o 



fD 

o 
c 

cr 
3 
3 

fD 
3 
cr 

OQ 

< 
fD 

c 
CO 
fD 

O •a 

fT 
C/3 

cr 
3 

g O 
fT ^ 
CO « 

fD ti" 
P 

I ̂  fD 

i- I 
3*" ^ 
OQ n 
o P 
eo 

g: 3 

cn ĉ  
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Giovanni diviaochi jo Sefaelary@fiBC.gov 
<lielo.giovanniQgmBl.oom> 

11/13/201109:35 PM ^ 
boc 

c. .t^^ Public Comment on Karl Rove's Opinion Request (AOR 
subject 2011-23) 

Dear Commission Secretary, 
I would like to write you in support of Karl Rove's American Crossroads' petition to request 
clarification on the law governing Super PACs. 
He deserves to know how he can spend his money befoie fhe next national election. 
Thank You 
Giovanni 



ronate@comcasLnet jo Secrelary@FEC.gov 
11/13/201107:59 PM 

bcc 

Subject Superpac Rules 

Dear Sir or Madam, 

I would like to submitt a Public Comment in opposition to the American Crossroads' 
Advisory Opinion Request to the Federal Election Commission. There should be no 
bending of the one rule that separates political actions committees that work directly for 
candidates campaigns and those that are "SuperPacs" which exercise free speech 
specifically for "non-candate" ideas and information. Free speech is great when the 
expressions and sentiments are fbr what Americans (people not corporations) believe 
in. 

In contrast, a back door attempt to have SuperPacs "express" themseh/es on behalf of 
candidates runs the risk of these entities defining candidates political planks with or 
without their pemiission or consent. In other words, if the rules were bent to allow 
candidates to become part of a SuperPacs "expression" a candidate can be defined fbr 
better or worse by persons and interests groups beyond their control. I do not believe 
our various forms of media are examined close enough to stop lies and half-truths from 
being promoted as fact, I thought the FEC and FCC had some obligation to protect the 
public from classic mis-infonnation passed off as news or fact. I also thought the idea 
was that tax paying warm blooded American owned the air & cableways and that 
corporations were subject to rules designed for the collective good, not narrow benefit. 
Please keep the Superpacs from speaking for candidates and let the candidates and 
their published supporters decide their own fbmns of expression. 

I thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely, 

R. Reed Onate 
Fairfield, CA 



Ridianl KirciidoerfBr J Q Secrelary@FEC.gov 
<richardtheklrk@gmaH.cofn> 

11/13/20111026 AM ^ 
bcc 

Subject Kan Rove's Opinidn Request 

We do not support Karl Rove 



"SMrieyShelden" jo <Secreiary@FEC.gov> 
<8liirieyannsheiden@lialmail. 
com> cc 
11/13/201106:56 AM bcc 

Subject Comment on Karl Rove's Opinion Request (AOR 2011-23) 

Karl Rove's Opinion request is a blatant attempt to circumvent the law. Please do not 
approve his request. 

Thank you, 
Shirley Ann Shelden 



Brandon Ducharme TO Secrelary@FEC.gov 
<itoepsoiJilunic@ginail.ooin> 

11/12/201111K)8AM 
bcc 

Subject Regarding AOR 2011-23 

I would like to pre&ce this by stating that I understand there are many ways of looking at this 
issue, and that I am far jfrom well versed all of those. I am a relative newcomer to this, though I 
still have, as many do, an intemal sense which guides my understanding of what is Mr fiom what 
is unfair, what is right fiom what is wrong, and what is just fix>m what is unjust. It is with this 
sense that I am responding. 

As the United States has swayed between being somewhat more liberal or somewdiat more 
conservative, I have seen and heard many reactions fix>m my fiiends and acquaintances. I 
remember many in our last election threatened to move to Canada if John McCain was elected 
President based solely on the political novelty act that had been selected to run alongside him. 
Despite the serious intent tfaey claimed to demonstrate, I did not believe them. I have heard 
similar claims &om many people, sometimes even the same people, in the prior two elections. 

While I was certainly able to understand their sentiment, I could never bring myself to agree that 
relocating would be preferable. This is because I do enjoy many of the fiieedoms granted to us by 
Constitution, and by and large I find the American system of laws that I encounter on a daily 
basis makes sense. While there may be many more laws which I find vexing or even outrigiht 
senseless, I accept that fiiom time to time mistakes will be made, not only by the ruling 
bureaucracy, but also by myself as I interpret and understand not only our laws but the situations 
which gave rise to them. However, I feel that there is a problem in our system vMch I would like 
to see corrected. 

I do not know that the Federal Election Commission has the power to fix the entire system. 
Truthfully I find such a notion to be idealistically naive. The F.E.C. is poised though to make a 
powerful interpretation of regulation regarding Super PACs. My opinion of the issue in a broad 
sense is that we already operate within a system which allows each of us to acquire, if we can, 
wealth in greater amounts than others. This wealth, even if we were operating only within a 
barter system, grants us power. This power may be spent as we see fit, and as such I fidl to see 
how this power, or these resources, do not, at least potentially, grant those with more power a 
greater voice in politics than those with less. 

Without delving into a tangent about the Electoral College I feel it is safe to say that each vote 
carries equal weight in our country, and that this would seem, on the face of it, to serve to conect 
the bias of this distribution of resources. This, to me, is &ir, just, and the foundation of a 
successful democracy. However, it is clear that the issue of votes and their weight is not all that 
is involved in the democratic process. There is a human element as well. This element is fickle 
and given to many flaws in its innate abilities to reason as the social sciences have continually 
demonstrated. 



As a society in the information age, we are encountering many issues ̂ ^ch may have seemed 
utterly foreign, if not inconceivable by our Founding Fŝ ers, or even the philosophers who 
influenced them. It is arguable that media, or the social effects thereof are one of those. I feel it is 
safe to assume, without a lot of ink being spilled in the purpose of proving this pint that 
campaign ads matter. I would argue that this is true, if only based on the massive amounts of 
money and resources spent in their production and promotion. 

Here we see the connection between money or resources and something quite concrete which 
helps a candidate get elected. It is quite arguable that the system of Cî italism does not work if 
we don't allow people to "win" at the game, and gain lewmds for their efforts. I do not dispute 
this point. It is also arguable though that if we allow these "winnings" to be redistributed into the 
ruling bureaucracy in order to maximize future winnings, that we are no longer in a democracy. 

I care about v/hat is right and what is wrong, vfbat is fear and what is unfiiir, and vlbat is just and 
what is unjust. To me, it is not just if we allow a system which is founded on equality to give 
unequal weight to one side. It is not fidr if we allow those ̂ o have been fortunate through 
whatever means, to have a greater say in what happens than those with less. It is not right if we 
see this occurring and either do nothing, or work to promote it, especially wliile claiming it is in 
the name of justice and equality. 

It is with all of this in mind that I would encourage you to consider a strict interpretation of AOR 
2011-23.1 am worried about the influence of money in American politics, and I feel that we ought to be 
doing everything we can to ensure an equal voice for all, even if that comes at the price of certain 
economic freedoms. 

Thank you for your time and consideration. 

Brandon Ducharme 



Mary PaiTDiilis j o <8ecretary@fiBc:.gov> 
<niarypatrouls@hotmaa.com 
> cc 

11/11/201112:55 PM bcc 
Subject Comment on AOR 2011-23 

Dear Secretaiy: 

I urge you to deny Karl Rove's request (AOR 2011-23) to buy our elections. To grant this request 
would be to completely destroy our great democratic system, \î ch has already been dangerously 
crippled by the creation of SuperPACs. To allow corporations to so unfiiirly manipulate election 
outcomes undermines the values on which this nation was founded. Do not allow such power to 
the very corporations which have brought us to the precipice of economic ruin. 

Sincerely, 

Mary Patroulis 
Manlius,NY 



William Black j o "Secretary@FEC.gov" <Secrelary@FEC.gov> 
<iMnnmblack@liolniai.coin> 

11/11/201105:57 AM ^ 
bcc 

Subject AOR 2011-23 

Dear s i r s anci madams: 

Please take seriously the fact that the current election rules are leading the 
process into the t o i l e t . Rather than approaching these cjuestions as a game of 
word interpretation, I would ask that you apply common sense and ask i f these 
rules favor democracy based on the pr i n c i p l e s the country was founded on or a 
return to a p o l i t i c a l system where a small number of r i c h and powerful people 
control the government. 

Clearly the a b i l i t y to use large amounts of money to sway opinion i s not 
desirable, as i t tends to be used to benefit only those i n power. I am 
suggesting that super PACs be c l e a r l y l i m i t e d from supporting candidates 
d i r e c t l y , i n d i r e c t l y , coordinated or otherwise. 

Sincerely, 

William M. Black 



cbfazil333@aol.com TO Secretary@FEC.gov 
11/11/201109:49 PM ^ 

bcc 
Subject opinion request 

Friends in Govemment.. 
Please do your best.. Kari Rove deserves... well... to be among the unemployed. 
Thanks for your public service. 
Camy Condon 
voter in New Mexico 

Camy Condon 



jknflynn jo Secrelary@FEC.gov 
<gmaledotxaim@gmail.cx>m> 

11/11/201105:50 PM 
bcc 

Subiect ^^'^^ Comment on Advisory Opinion Request submitted by 
' American Crossroads 

November 6,2011 

Sliawn Woodhead Werth 
Secretaiy and Clerk 
Federal Election Commission 
999 E Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20463 

Re: Comment on American Crossroads Advisoiy Opinion Request 

Dear Secretaiy Werth: 

I submit this letter as a formal comment on the Advisoiy ()pinionRequest submitted to the 
Federal Election Commission on October 12,2011, and again in a revised version on October 28, 
2011 by American Crossroads ,an organization led by Republican political consultant Karl Rove. 
You can have anything you want but you better not take it fiom me... 

Ah, who am I kidding? Stephen Colbert led me to write this because the ham is right, and so is 
Ham Rove. Welcome to the jungle, baby. 



<dhayden44@nnn.com> jo <Secretery@FEC.gov> 
11/12/201102:30 AM ^c 

bcc 
Subject Kari Rove's 2011-23 

This Is redolent of purest sophistry and cynical manipulation of the process. 

Donna Hayden 



Scott Doremus j o Secretary@FEC.gov 
<ledzepp284@gm8fl.oom> 

11/10«)1111>46PM 
bcc 

Subiect ^^^ "^ "^ on American Crossroads Advisory Opinion 
' Request 

Americans For A Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow 

November 6, 2011 

Shawn Woodhead Werth 
Secretary and Clerk 
Federal Election Commission 
999 E Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20463 

Re: Comment on American Crossroads Advisory Opinion Request 

Dear Secretary Werth: 

Americans for a Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow submits this letter as a 
formal comment on the Advisory Opinion Request submitted to the 
Federal Election Commission on October 12, 2011, and again in a 
revised version on October 28, 2011 by American Crossroads, an 
organization led by Republican political consultant and "Mr. November" 
in the 2012 "Hunks of the Bush Administration" calendar, Karl Rove. 

Americans for a Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow has much in common with 
American Crossroads. Both are registered 
"independent-expenditure-only" PACs (a.k.a. "Super PACs") that may 
accept unlimited contributions from corporations, unions, individuals, 
and doomsday cults we one day hope to found. Both groups are 
separately affiliated with prominent 501©(4) organizations, Colbert 
Super PAC SHH and Crossroads GPS, and are strongly committed to doing 
what is legally possible in America. Both have top strategic thinkers 
at their core: American Crossroads has Karl Rove, and Americans for a 
Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow has a ham loaf wearing wire rimmed glasses. 

Because of this shared bond and heritage, Americans for a Better 
Tomorrow, Tomorrow has an interest in the Request by American 
Crossroads. 

As we understand the American Crossroads Advisory opinion Recjuest, the 
organization has plans to sponsor advertisements featuring Members of 
Congress up for re-election. As they wrote in their original Request, 

"The purpose of these advertisements, while focused on current 
legislative and policy issues, would be to improve the public's 
perception of the featured Member of Congress in advance of the 2012 
campaign season." 

Americans for a Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow could not concur more 
concurrently. These ads would simply improve public perception of 
candidates in advance of the campaign. The message is not, "Vote for 
this great guy," it's merely, "Hey voters! Look at this great guy!" 



Clearly, these ads featuring candidates on behalf of candidates would 
not be candidate ads. As American Crossroads put i t , in their original 
Request, 

"While these advertisements would be fully coordinated with incxambent 
Members of Congress facing re-election in 2012, they would presumably 
not qualify as 'coordinated communications,'." 

Americans for a Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow agrees that "fully 
coordinated" ads shouldn't be counted as "coordinated communications." 
The candidate would merely be appearing as a paid spokesperson, who, 
coincidentally, is closely aligned with the candidate that he or she 
also is. 

For example, an ad in which the Kool Aid man decries our nation-wide 
childhood thirst problem would not necessarily be an ad for Kool Aid 
brand juice drink. That being said, would a t a l l glass of Kool-Aid 
solve that thirst problem? To quote one expert: "Oh, yeaaahhhh!" 

Americans for a Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow wholly endorses American 
Crossroads' Rec[uest. We hope the Commission is able to begin with the 
Supreme Court' s definition of Non-Coordinated as "expenditures ... made 
totally independently of the candidate and his campaign" in Buckley v. 
Valeo, and end up with a ruling that allows outside groups to produce 
ads with the candidate's cooperation, themes, and message. That will 
prove to our nation's critics that America is a country that s t i l l 
makes something: strained rationalizations. 

Americans for a Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow believes that Super PACs can 
and should coordinate with candidates in every sense of that 
word—except in the legal or biblical sense. In fact, pending the 
outcome of American Crossroads' Recjuest, Americans for a Better 
Tomorrow, Tomorrow plans to coordinate a non-"coordinated" ad with 
presidential novelty candidate Buddy Roemer. A rough example of which 
can be found here: www.colbertsuperpac.com/undaunted-non-coordination. 

It should be clear that there was no collusion with Governor Roemer, 
as he vehemently opposes and passionately cjuestions the legality of 
the ad that he agreed to appear in. 

If the Commission sees f i t to grant these reasonable recjuests, 
Americans for a Better Tomorrow will continue to f u l f i l l our promise 
to never give you up, or let you down, as detailed in our mission 
statement here: 
http://youtu.be/dQw4w9WgXcQ 

Accordingly, Americans for a Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow respectfully 
requests the Commission's timely consideration of American Crossroads' 
Advisory Opinion Recjuest. 

Super Sincerely Yours, 

Stephen Colbert 
President & Maitre D' 

Americans for a Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow, Inc. 

Ham Rove 
Chief Strategist & Lunchmeat 
Americans for A Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow, Inc. 
PS - If the commission does not see f i t to grant this recjuest fully. 



Americans for a Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow would like to offer a 
compromise. To avoid the appearance of collusion, the F.E.C. could 
rule that candidates can appear in Super PAC ads only against their 
will. They'd have to be kidnapped, blindfolded, and thrown in a van 
before being forced to read a statement supporting their goals and 
then returned to their fundraisers in time for dessert. 



Greg Bernstein jo Secretery@FEC.gov 
<botnbaa@gmDi.com> 
11/11/201111:54 AM ^ 

bcc 
«• Comment on American Crossroads /Advisory Opinion 

Request 

Dear Secretary Werth, 
Though inspired by Stephen Colbert to write and comment on the advisoiy opinion request 
initiated by American Crossroads, I do not in any way possess his sense of humor so 111 simply 
say the following: 
Like so many Americans, I personally believe the huge amounts of money that now fuels 
American politics substantially corrupts the democratic process. It simply makes no sense to me 
that a veiy few people and coiporations can have such a profound impact on national politics 
solely by virtue of their wealth — that is unless one wants to live in a society governed by 
oligarchs. I, for one, do not. Having said this, I recognize the Supreme Court has spoken on this 
issue several times, including in Citizens Bank United. Though I sincerely wish those decisions 
were different, I understand they are the law of the land. Therefore, all I can now hope for is 
greater transparency and accountability in the system. The lack of transparency provided for by 
so-called superpacs is disturbing and clearly represents just another attempt to allow the veiy 
wealthy to influence elections without accountability. Thus, I respectfully request that, to the 
extent the FEC has the authority to do so, it serves to limit the power and influence of superpacs 
and therefore denies the American Crossroads request now pending. 
Thank you so much for your time and consideration. 
Sincerely, 
Greg Bernstein 



Dave Puis jo Secretery@FEC.gov 

Senttiy: cc 
freshtDones@gmail.cxim 

11/11/2011 08'53 PM c..ki<i«4 Publk: Comment on Kari Rove's Opinkxi Request (whteh Is 
buojea AOR 2011-23) 

I totally support Karl's dirty dealings. 
We've got Karl's back and we'll be looking over his shoulder the whole time. 
Us Super PACs have got to stick together so all of our money can guide this country's politics. 
MORE POWER TO FREE SPEECH. MONEY! MONEY! MORE MONEY! 

Member of the Colbert Super PAC. 



Nancy TO ''Secretery@FEC.gov" <Secretery@FEC.gov> 
<abertaine9@yalKK>.oom> 
11/11/2011 01:35 PM 

Please respond to I ^ 
Nancy 

<aberiaine9@yahoo.com> 
Subject American Crossroads Advisory OpinkMi Request 

Americans For A Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow 
November 11, 2011 
Shawn Woodhead Werth 
Secretary and Clerk 
Federai Eiection Commission 
999 E Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20463 

Re: Comment on American Crossroads Advisory Opinion Request 

Dear Secretary Werth: 

Americans for a Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow submits this letter as a formal 
comment on the Advisory Opinion Request submitted to the Federal Election 
Commission on October 12, 2011, and again in a revised version on October 
28, 2011 by American Crossroads, an organization led by Republican political 
consultant and "Mr. November" in the 2012 "Hunks of tlie Bush 
Administration" calendar, Karl Rove. 

Americans for a Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow has much in common with 
American Crossroads. Both are registered "independent-expenditure-only" 
PACs (a.k.a. "Super PACs") that may accept unlimited contributions from 
corporations, unions, individuals, and doomsday cults we one day hope to 
found. Both groups are separately afFiliated with prominent 501©(4) 
organizations, Colbert Super PAC SHH and Crossroads GPS, and are strongly 
committed to doing what is legally possible in America. Both have top 
strategic thinkers at their core: American Crossroads has Karl Rove, and 
Americans for a Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow has a ham loaf wearing wire 
rimmed glasses. 

Because of this shared bond and heritage, Americans for a Better 
Tomorrow, Tomorrow has an interest In the Request by American 



Crossroads. 

As we understand the American Crossroads Advisory opinion Request, the 
organization has plans to sponsor advertisements featuring Members of 
Congress up for re-election. As they wrote in their original Request, 
'The purpose of these advertisemente, while focused on current legistetive and policy issues, would be to 
improve the public's perception of the featured Member of Congress in advance of the 2012 campaign 
season." 

Americans for a Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow could not concur more 
concurrently. These ads would simply improve public perception of 
candidates in advance of the campaign. The message is not, "Vote for this 
great guy," it's merely, "Hey voters! Look at this great guy!" 

Cieariy, these ads featuring candidates on behalf of candidates would not be 
candidate ads. As American Crossroads put it, in their original Request, 
"While these advertisemente would be fully coordinated with incumbent Members of Congress facing 
re-election in 2012, they would presumably not qualify as 'coordinated communications,'." 

Americans for a Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow agrees that "fully coordinated" 
ads shouldn't be counted as "coordinated communications." The candidate 
would merely be appearing as a paid spokesperson, who, coincidentally, is 
closely aligned with the candidate that he or she also is. 

For example, an ad in which the Kool Aid man decries our nation-wide 
childhood thirst problem would not necessarily be an ad for Kool Aid brand 
juice drink. That being said, would a tall glass of Kool-Aid solve that thirst 
problem? To quote one expert: "Oh, yeaaahhhh!" 

Americans for a Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow wholly endorses American 
Crossroads' Request. We hope the Commission is able to begin with the 
Supreme Court's definition of Non-Coordinated as "expenditures ... made 
totally independently of the candidate and his campaign" in Buckley v. 
Valeo , and end up with a ruling that allows outside groups to produce ads 
with the candidate's cooperation, themes, and message. That will prove to 
our nation's critics that America is a country that still makes something: 
strained rationalizations. 
Americans for a Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow believes that Super PACs can 
and should coordinate with candidates in every sense of that word—except in 
the legal or biblical sense. In fact, pending the outcome of American 
Crossroads' Request, Americans for a Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow plans to 
coordinate a non-"coordinated" ad with presidential novelty candidate Buddy 
Roemer. A rough example of which can be found here: 
www.colbertsuperpac.com/undaunted-non-coordlnation. 



It should be clear that there was no collusion with Governor Roemer, as he 
vehemently opposes and passionately questions the legality of the ad that he 
agreed to appear in. If the Commission sees fit to grant these reasonable 
requests, Americans for a Better Tomorrow will continue to fulfill our promise 
to never give you up, or let you down, as detailed in our mission statement 
here: 
h tto: //voutu. be/dO w4 w9 WGXCO 

Accordingly, Americans for a Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow respectfully 
requests the Commission's timely consideration of American Crossroads' 
Advisory Opinion Request. 

Super Sincerely Yours, 

Nancy Ray, member 
Colbert Super PAC 

PS - If the commission does not see fit to grant this request fully, 
Americans for a Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow would like to offer a 
compromise. To avoid the appearance of collusion, the F.E.C. could rule that 
candidates can appear in Super PAC ads only against their will. They'd have 
to be kidnapped, blindfolded, and thrown in a van before being forced to 
read a statement supporting their goals and then returned to their 
fundraisers in time for dessert. 

Vie day I healed was the day I was given permission to be sick. — Monica Towers 



ricqwn 
<snlffylbol@yahoo.ooin> 

11/10/2011 11:57 PM Please respond to 
ricqwn 

<snifiyfbol@yahoo.com> 

To ''Secretery@FEC.gov* <Secretery@FEC.gov> 

cc 

bcc 
Subject America Crossroad^ Kari Rove 

1 cant believe how you people would let the government by the people become government 
bought from the people, are you trying to cause a new revolution? 



Sarah Letees jo Secretery@FEC.gov 
<slstnes@gnnail.ooin> 
11/11/2011 03:56 PM cc 

bcc 
c. .Kiaot Comment on American Crossroads Advisory Opinion 

Request 

American Crossroads should not be allowed to subvert the intent of the laws governing Super 
Pacs that are supposed to keep Pacs fix)m making a complete &rce of our election system. Pacs 
that are not accountable to the public, that are not required to disclose their donor and the 
amounts they have given, should not be allowed to produce advertisements that allow their 
candidate to say what they want Candidates should be using their own campaign funds for 
advertising like that. 
Sincerely, 
Sarah Letnes 



Krisiina Warner jo ''Secr8tery@FEC.GOV" <Secretery@FEC.GOV> 
<icrfstinawamer@ymail.oom> 
11/11/2011 06:12 PM ^ 

Please respond to I ^ 
Kristina Wamer 

<Kristinawamer@ymail.com> 
Subject AOR 2011-23 

Dear Secretary Werth, 
In regards to the upcoming decision that the FEC will make about Karl Rove's request to allow 
Super PACs the right to coordinate with candidates with non-coordinated advertisements for 
issues, as supposedly opposed to campaigns, I would like to suggest that at a time when large 
amount of American citizens are protesting the blatantiy unchecked power of the wealthy to 
corrupt our financial and political systems; it may not be the best governmental PR move to 
remove the last vestige of control over powerful groups who appear to be purchasing politicians 
and undermining our freedom to vote for individuals ̂ o are running based on their own ideals 
and principals, rather than those of a coiporate entity (excuse me, "person") whose primary goal 
it is to tum a profit Corporations primary objectives are not, the last time I checked, to create a 
Mr and fiiee society. 
Instead, I would like to suggest that it may be time to not only deny such outright loophole 
creating requests as Mr. Rove's current AOR 2011-23 but also begin to take a hard look at the 
way our current laws stand and revise them in such a way that it discourages such 
entities/"people" fiiom assuming that the FEC would even consider granting them. The ability for 
large, anonymous entities/"people" to fimnel seemingly unlimited amounts of cash to individuals 
who claim to be representing the will of the American people at large is outriglit bribery. 
Furthermore, I believe that any gentieman or gentiewoman who is intelligent enough to read and 
understand this letter let alone the legalese the members of the FEC come into contact with every 
day are certainly intelligent enough to see what is riglht before their eyes. 
I would like to submit that fhe only way that corporations should be allowed to be seen legally 
the same as an individual peison by the American govemment is if they allowed eveiy member 
of said coiporation to have equal say (they could all, I don't know: vote or something) in how the 
corporation uses it's great wealth and power to influence the govemment From the lowliest peon 
to the head CEO, each member ̂ o contributes their labor to the success of the oiganization 
should have equal say in how the fiuits of that success are used if they want to use them to affect 
the operation of our govemment Why? Because that's what democracy is. That is the only way 
an organized group of laborers could claim to to have the status of a single person. Each actual 
living person would need to be afforded those same rights. Otherwise it is a dictatorship. Where 
only one or a few persons are able to use the wealth and power, which only exists because of the 
efforts of many people, to influence our democracy and to speak for all of those people ̂ o work 
for their company without their input or likely, even their knowledge. I certainly could not tell 
you how the heads of the large, powerfiil corporation I woik for use their fimds to influence the 
political leaders I vote for. Undoubtedly I would not agree with all of the ways they affect their 
influence if I did know, which would be fine if I had the same say as anyone else in the process. 
In summation, I would like to live in a country î ere the govemment imposes ifs law on it's 
citizens and it's organizations (unless you are of a mind that an organization is a citizen, in which 
case, based on the will of citizens who could produce a birth certificate as opposed to an 



operating license) based on the will of the citizens who vote for politicians, who are elected 
through a process where they must disclose the parties who contribute financially to their 
campaign. I would like to see those elected officials in a position to vote for what the truly 
believe will be the greatest good for the greatest number of their constituents. I certainly hope 
that it is the desire of nearly eveiy American, including those on the board of the FEC to create 
and maintain the system that our founding fiithers clearly intended as outiined in both our 
Declaration of Independence and our Constitution. Thank you for taking the time to read this 
statement. 
Sincerely, 
Ms. Kristina Wamer of Minnesota 



Monica Hernandez 
<meli0810@gmaH.oorn> 

11/11/2011 02:16 AM 

To Secretery@FEC.gov 

cc 

bcc 
Subject "coordinated communications"? 

by a l l means please- explain to me what the d e f i n i t i o n of 
"coordinated communications" i s then i f not coordinating, l e t alone 
" f u l l y " coordinating with candidates mr. rove?! 



"Full Name" j o Secretery@FEC.gov 
<tedZBp|l284@exdte.ooni> 

11/10/201111:51 PM 
bcc 

Subiect ^ ^ ^ " ^ ^ American Crossroads Advisory Opinion 
Request 

Americans For A Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow 

November 6, 2011 

Shawn Woodhead Werth 
Secretary and Clerk 
Federal Election Commission 
999 E Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20463 

Re: Comment on American Crossroads Advisory Opinion Request 

Dear Secretary Werth: 

Americans for a Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow submits t h i s l e t t e r as a formal 
comment on the Advisory Opinion Request submitted to the Federal Election 
Commission on October 12, 2011, and again i n a revised version on October 28, 
2011 by American Crossroads, an organization led by Republican p o l i t i c a l 
consultant and "Mr. November" i n the 2012 "Hunks of the Bush Administration" 
calendar, Karl Rove. 

Americans for a Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow has much i n common with American 
Crossroads. Both are registered "independent-expenditure-only" PACs (a.k.a. 
"Super PACs") that may accept unlimited contributions from corporations, 
unions, individuals, and doomsday cults we one day hope to found. Both groups 
are separately a f f i l i a t e d with prominent 501©(4) organizations, Colbert Super 
PAC SHH and Crossroads GPS, and are strongly committed to doing what i s 
l e g a l l y possible i n America. Both have top strategic thinkers at t h e i r core: 
American Crossroads has Karl Rove, and Americans for a Better Tomorrow, 
Tomorrow has a ham loaf wearing wire rimmed glasses. 

Because of t h i s shared bond and heritage, Americans for a Better Tomorrow, 
Tomorrow has an interest i n the Request by American Crossroads. 

As we understand the American Crossroads Advisory opinion Request, the 
organization has plans to sponsor advertisements featuring Members of Congress 
up for re-election. As they wrote i n t h e i r o r i g i n a l Request, 

"The purpose of these advertisements, while focused on current l e g i s l a t i v e and 
pol i c y issues, would be to improve the public's perception of the featured 
Member of Congress i n advance of the 2012 Ceunpaign season." 

Americans for a Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow could not concur more concurrently. 
These ads would simply improve public perception of candidates i n advance of 
the campaign. The message i s not, "Vote for t h i s great guy," i t ' s merely, "Hey 
voters! Look at t h i s great guy!" 

Clearly, these ads featuring candidates on behalf of candidates would not be 
candidate ads. As 7\merican Crossroads put i t , i n t h e i r o r i g i n a l Request, 



"While these advertisements would be f u l l y coordinated with incumbent Members 
of Congress facing re-election i n 2012, they would presumably not qu a l i f y as 
'coordinated communications,'." 

Americans for a Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow agrees that " f u l l y coordinated" ads 
shouldn't be counted as "coordinated communications." The candidate would 
merely be appearing as a paid spokesperson, who, coincidentally, i s closely 
aligned with the candidate that he or she also i s . 

For example, an ad i n which the Kool Aid man decries our nation-wide childhood 
t h i r s t problem would not necessarily be an ad for Kool Aid brand ju i c e drink. 
That being said, would a t a l l glass of Kool-Aid solve that t h i r s t problem? To 
quote one expert: "Oh, yeaaahhhh!" 

Americans for a Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow wholly endorses American Crossroads' 
Request. We hope the Commission i s able to begin with the Supreme Court's 
d e f i n i t i o n of Non-Coordinated as "expenditures ... made t o t a l l y independently of 
the candidate and his campaign" i n Buckley v. Valeo, and end up with a r u l i n g 
that allows outside groups to produce ads with the candidate's cooperation, 
themes, and message. That w i l l prove to our nation's c r i t i c s that America i s a 
country that s t i l l makes something: strained r a t i o n a l i z a t i o n s . 

Americans for a Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow believes that Super PACs can and 
should coordinate with candidates i n every sense of that word—except i n the 
lega l or b i b l i c a l sense. In fact, pending the outcome of American Crossroads' 
Request, Americans for a Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow plans to coordinate a 
non-"coordinated" ad with presidential novelty candidate Buddy Roemer. A rough 
example of which can be found here: 
www.colbertsuperpac.com/undaunted-non-coordination. 

I t should be clear that there was no collusion with Governor Roemer, as he 
vehemently opposes and passionately questions the l e g a l i t y of the ad that he 
agreed to appear i n . 

I f the Commission sees f i t to grant these reasonable requests, Americans for a 
Better Tomorrow w i l l continue to f u l f i l l our promise to never give you up, or 
l e t you down, as detailed i n our mission statement here: 
http://youtu.be/dQw4w9WgXcQ 

Accordingly, Americans for a Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow respectfully requests 
the Commission's timely consideration of American Crossroads' Advisory Opinion 
Request. 

Super Sincerely Yours, 

Stephen Colbert 
President & Maitre D' 

Americans for a Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow, Inc. 

Ham Rove 
Chief Strategist & Lunchmeat 
Americans for A Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow, Inc. 
PS - I f the commission does not see f i t to grant t h i s request f u l l y , Americans 
for a Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow would l i k e to offer a compromise. To avoid the 
appearance of collusion, the F.E.C. could rule that candidates can appear i n 
Super PAC ads only against t h e i r w i l l . They'd have to be kidnapped, 
blindfolded, and thrown i n a van before being forced to read a statement 
supporting t h e i r goals and then returned to t h e i r fundraisers i n time for 
dessert. 



Prtest To Secretary@fiBC.gov 
<inB8pri8Sl@gniaa.coni> 

11/12/201102:17 PM ^ 
bcc 

Subject Rove's Super PAC is a threat to democracy 

Dear Madam or Mr. Secretaiy, 
I am submitting my comments in regards to AOR 2011-23. 
I firmly believe that the use of the SuperPAC unlimited funds, with zero transparency, is 
an insult to the democratic process and a threat to equal representation for 
all American citizens. How do you think that an organization would "not coordinate" 
with specific candidates - even implicitly - if they were to run politically targeted ads? 
How is it ok that there are NO spending limits, when money is clearly the single most 
important component to any campaign in this country?? 
This is yet another example of how politics is becoming more and more corrupt, and of 
how the American voters are increasingly disenfranchised. No wonder we're angry and 
disgusted!! 
Give the power back to the people, and not the wealthy special interests!! That these 
kinds of schemes are even on the table is demoralizing! 
Sincerely, 
Heather Priest 



Soon Doremus TO SecrBtery@FEC.gov 
<s.l.doremus@gmail.coin> 

11/10/201111>49PM ^ 
bcc 

Subiect ^^^'"^"t on American Crossroads Advisory Opinion 
' Request 

Americans For A Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow 

Novembers, 2011 

Shawn Woodhead Werth 
Secretary and Cleric 
Federal Election Commission 
999 E Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20463 

Re: Comment on American Crossroads Advisory Opinion Request 

Dear Secretary Werth: 

Americans for a Better Tomonrow, Tomonrow submits this letter as a formal comment on the 
Advisory Opinion Request submitted to the Federal Election Commission on October 12,2011, 
and again in a revised version on October 28,2011 by American Crossroads, an organization 
led by Republican political consultant and "Mr. November" in the 2012 "Hunks of the Bush 
Administration" calendar, Kari Rove. 

Americans for a Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow has much in common with American Crossroads. 
Both are registered "independent-expenditure-only" PACs (a.k.a. "Super PACs") that may 
accept unlimited contributions from corporations, unions, individuals, and doomsday cuKs we 
one day hope to found. Both groups are separately afFiliated with prominent 501 @(4) 
organizations, Colbert Super PAC SHH and Crossroads GPS, and are strongly committed to 
doing what is legally possible in America. Both have top strategic thinkers at their core: 
American Crossroads has Kari Rove, and Americans for a Better Tomorrow, Tomon'ow has a 
ham loaf wearing wire rimmed glasses. 

Because of this shared bond and heritage, Americans for a Better Tomorrow, Tomonrow has an 
interest in the Request by American Crossroads. 

As we understand the American Crossroads Advisory opinion Request, the organization has 
plans to sponsor advertisements featuring Members of Congress up for re-election. As they 
wrote in their original Request, 

'The purpose of these advertisemente, while focused on cunent legislative and policy issues, would be to 
improve the public's perception of the featured Member of Congress in advance of the 2012 campaign 
season." 



Americans for a Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow could not concur more concurrently. These ads 
would simply improve public perception of candidates in advance of the campaign. The 
message is not, "Vote fbr this great guy," it's merely. "Hey voters! Look at this great guyl" 

Cieariy, these ads featuring candidates on behalf of candidates would not be candidate ads. As 
American Crossroads put it, in their original Request, 

"While these advertisemente would be fully coordinated with incumbent Members of Congress facing 
re-election in 2012, they would presumably not qualify as 'coordinated communications,'." 

Americans for a Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow agrees that "fully coordinated" ads shouldn't be 
counted as "coordinated communications." The candidate would merely be appearing as a paid 
spokesperson, who, coincidentally, is closely aligned with the candidate that he or she also is. 

For example, an ad in which the Kool Aid man decries our nation-wkie childhood thirst problem 
would not necessarily be an ad for Kool Aid brand juice drink. That being said, wouki a tall glass 
of Kool-Aid solve that thirst problem? To quote one expert: "Oh, yeaaahhhh!" 

Americans for a Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow wholly endorses American Crossroads' Request. 
We hope the Commission is able to begin with the Supreme Court's definition of 
Non-Coordinated as "expenditures... made totally independently of the candidate and his 
campaign" in Buckley v. Valeo , and end up with a mling that allows outside groups to produce 
ads with the candidate's cooperation, themes, and message. That will prove to our nation's 
critics that America is a country that still makes something: strained rationalizations. 

Americans fbr a Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow believes that Super PACs can and should 
coordinate with candidates in every sense of that word—except in the legal or biblical sense. In 
fact, pending the outcome of American Crossroads' Request, Americans for a Better Tomonow, 
Tomonrow plans to coordinate a non-"coordinated" ad with preskJential novelty candklate Buddy 
Roemer. A rough example of which can be found here: 
www.colbertsuDerDac.com/undaunted-non-coordlnation. 

It should be clear that there was no collusion with Govemor Roemer, as he vehemently 
opposes and passionately questions the legality of the ad that he agreed to appear in. 

If the Commission sees fit to grant these reasonable requests, Americans for a Better 
Tomorrow will continue to fulfill our promise to never give you up, or let you down, as detailed in 
our mission statement here: 
httD://voutu.be/dQw4w9WgXcQ 

Accordingly, Americans for a Better Tomonrow, Tomorrow respectfully requests the 
Commission's timely consideration of American Crossroads' Advisory Opinion Request. 

Super Sincerely Yours, 

Stephen Colbert 
President & Maitre D' 
Americans for a Better Tomorrow, Tomonrow, Inc. 



Ham Rove 
Chief Strategist & Lunchmeat 
Americans for A Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow, Inc. 

PS - If the commission does not see fit to grant this request fully, Americans for a Better 
Tomonrow, Tomonow would like to offer a compromise. To avoid the appearance of collusion, 
the F.E.C. could mie that candidates can appear in Super PAC ads only against their will. 
They'd have to be kidnapped, blindfbkied, and thrown in a van before being forced to read a 
statement supporting their goals and then retumed to their fundraisers in time fbr dessert. 



Chad To ''Secretery@FEC.gov" <Secretery@FEC.gov> 
<chadsnydei64@holmBil.oom 
> cc 

11/11/201103:44 PM bcc 
Sutjject AOR 2011-23 

Stop allowing corruption v i a p o l i t i c a l and leg a l jargon. Common sense! This i s 
wrong! 



Baljmder Singh TO 'Secretery@FEC.gov" <Secretery@FEC.gov> 
<mehrDk@live.com> 

11/11/201111:02 PM 
bcc 

Subject ARO 2011-23) 

Hi, I am a concerned c i t i z e n who dose not have resources and reason to contact 
you. This p a r t i c u l a r issue (ARO 2011-23) where Mr Carl Rove i s seeking to game 
the system i s quite despicable to me. Please deny his request as i t serves 
only his interest not public i n t e r e s t . I urge you to keep i n mind the 
i n t e g r i t y of our p o l i t i c a l system. Thanks 

Baljinder Singh 



kurtengte 
<kBwoMn8@gmail.coin> 
11/11/2011 02K)2PM 

To Secretery@FEC.gov 

cc 

bcc 
Sut)ject Roally, Kari Rove is funny I know you guys won;t do 

WILL YOU! WILL YOU! 

Seriously, Karl must be out ofhis mind, or have you bought and paid for to think that SuperPac's 
should be able to coordinate with candidates' campaigns. SURELY you will mie correctly, but 
probably not. 



"JohnHedden^ To <Secretery@FEC.gov> 
<heddinn@wHdblue.nel> 
11/11/20111257 PM 

bcc 
Subject American crossroads 

I would like to say you shouldn't trust anything Kari' the Killer' Rove does he is very underhanded and 
vile 



kathleen morse TO Secretery@FEC.gov 
<lanoise7@tMiicny.nrxom> 

11/11/201109:13 PM 
bcc 

Subiect ^'^'^"t ̂  American Crossroads Advisory Opinion 
^ Request 

Dear Secretaiy Werth: As a voting citizen of the United States of America, I implore you to 
enforce the one rule that bmds Super PACs in any way. Please see through Karl Rove's Opinion 
Request as a desperate attempt to circumvent that one rule. I am sure you are aware of and 
would not allow his tomfooleiy. I wanted to let my feelings be known to you. Sincerely, 
Kathleen Morse 



"DtennaRudd" TO <Secretery@FEC.gov> 
<dtenna@ruddsearch.com> 

11/11/201109:46 AM ^ 
bcc 

Subiect ^ ' " " ^ " ^ ^ American Crossroads Advisory Opinton 
' Request 

Please do NOT approve Carl Rove's petition to allow their superpac to have candidates in their 
ads. This violates the intention of the law establishing superpacs and sells our elections to the 
highest bidder (or spender). 

I would love to see true campaign reform - publicly funded elections. The current system allows 
politicians to 'buy' then* seats and then leaves them indebted to the lobbyists who gave them 
donations. Ourcountcy is siq)posed to be by the people for the people - not by the corporation, 
for the corporation. Except, I guess now a corporation is a person. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

DiannaRudd 



JudyMilchel 
<|udy.milchel25@yahoo.com 
> 

11/11/2011 09:45 AM 
Please respond to 

Judy Mitchell 
<iudy.mitchell25@yahoo.com> 

To ''SecrBtery@FEC.gov" <Secrstery@FEC.gov> 

cc 

boc 

Subject 

please do not let kari rove destroy our country by bypassing any MORE election fundraising 
rules. It is already difficult enough to have a fair race, I am concemed that if he is allowed any 
more leeway in in donating fimds to candidates all semblance of &imess and transparency will be 
lost I know i speak for a lot of Americans ̂ en i say big business has ENOUGH of an edge in 
the election process. Please, we are begging you, help stop this corruption. 

thank you, 
judy mitchell 



CJBach 
<cjbach2G03@yahoo.oom> 

11/11/2011 09:32 AM 

To SecrBtery@FEC.gov 

oc 

bcc 
Subject please consider 

Christopher J 
Bach-NBCT 


